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Socialism in danger 


S ocialism in the socialist 

countries - which are “the 
embodiment of the victory 
over capitalism on an inter¬ 
national scale" — is being corroded 
from within and eroded from with¬ 
out. Wc are living through a drawn 
out 1914 (when the parties of the 
Second International went over to 
their ‘own' ruling classes), drawn 
out because our * 1914* involves not 
only parties but states. 

On the periphery of the socialist 
world. Kampuchea is now Cambo¬ 
dia again. It no longer calls itself 
socialist. Nor does Afghanistan. 
Deserted by Gorbachev, it is 
frankly living on time borrowed 
because of the bungling of the Mu¬ 
jahedin counterrevolutionaries. 
The situation in the heartlands of 
socialism points in the same 
direction. 

So confident have the leaders of 
the top imperialist countries - the 
G7. group of seven - become that 
they openly talk of the death of 
communism. Gorbachev's letter to 
their Paris meeting pleading for 
“complete participation" in the 
“world economy * and promising 
great benefits from the “opening 
up Of a market as big as the Soviet 
Union" has only reinforced the ar¬ 
rogant confidence of the imperial¬ 
ists {Morning Star July IS 1989). 
His message was greeted with a 
mixture of contempt and joy. Con¬ 
tempt for his grovelling. Joy be¬ 
cause it was seen as an admission 
that the Soviet Union had finally 
surrendered and admitted it has 
lost the Cold War. 

For the imperialists, what is cru¬ 
cial is a step by step managed dis¬ 
mantling of socialism. They do not 
want a sudden collapse or drift into 
a power vacuum. After squeezing 
the Soviet Army out of Afghanis¬ 
tan they are turning their attention 
to Eastern Europe - and in par¬ 
ticular Hungary and Poland, which 
undoubtedly constitute today’s 
weak links in the socialist system. 
At the Paris summit the imperial¬ 
ists reached the stage of laying 
down initial plans to aid the resto¬ 
ration of capitalism. 

Bush returned from his trip to 
Poland and Hungary in triumph. 
To Bush, developments in these 
countries are the first signs in re¬ 
alising Kennedy's dream of a ‘free 
Europe*, ie a Europe free of com¬ 
munism. No wonder. In Hungary 
communist* leaders praise the 
1956 counterrevolution, advocate 
leaving the Warsaw' Pact and talk 
of forming a new governing social 
democratic party which would rule 
in alliance with openly pro-capital¬ 
ist liberals. But Poland is just 
ahead of Hungary at the moment 
in the drive towards redefining 
itself as a pluralistic Central Euro¬ 
pean nation as opposed to an 
authoritarian Eastern European 
nation. Such a redefinition is a 
geographic cover for a social rede¬ 
finition. 

The counterrevolutionary Soli- 
darnosc relegalised in April went 
on in June to win a landslide in 
elections to the senate (99 out of 
1(X) scats). But Bush did not come 
only to praise Solidarnosc. He also 


praised the leadership of the 
PUWP. President (recount) Jar- 
uzclski is Bush's type of com¬ 
munist. just as Lech Walesa is his 
type of trade unionist After all, 
they are both committed to bury¬ 
ing the planned economy and re¬ 
storing the dominance of the 
capitalist market. 

Moves arc already afoot tv) sell 
off state owned enterprises to in¬ 
vestors at “home and abroad" and 
integrate Poland into the capitalist 
section of the world economy, 
through making the zloty converti¬ 
ble. As wc said in the last edition 
of The Leninist . this would amount 
to a “a peaceful democratic coun¬ 
terrevolution". 

Peaceful, because the resto¬ 
ration of capitalism will not mean 
the smashing of the state, the Pol¬ 
ish 'socialist* police and army will 
defend the new capitalist property 
relations. Democratic, because as 
shown by the elections the masses 
will not lift a finger to defend the 
old order. 

Of course, western government 
leaders tell the Poles that capital¬ 
ism will produce Swedish type 
social democracy and Swedish type 
living standards. Again, as we have 
pointed out. this is nonsense. Even 
the Economist , the most fervent 
advocate of Thatchcrite capitalism 
admits that the “first effects’* of 
restoring capitalism “will be to 
make things worse" (July 15, 
1989). There will be austerity, 
mass unemployment and perhaps 
hyper-inflation. This is bound to 
provoke resistance. There is every 
reason therefore to think that any 
post-peaceful counterrevolution 
regime will eventually be replaced 
by one of blood and iron. 

Not surprisingly. Solidarnosc 
does not want to take govern¬ 
mental positions at the moment. It 
rightly fears a “social explosion", 
which it admits it could not con¬ 
trol. Solidarnosc is made up of 
peasants and rip-off middle men, 
workers and capitalists, liberal 
intellectuals and priestly bigots; a 
highly unstable formation, liable to 
shatter the moment it puts a toe 
into the corridors of power. 

That is why we don't think capi¬ 
talism will lead to democratic 
stability in Poland (even the sham 
parliamentary sort), only the 
danger of a return to a new form of 
the church-backed Pidsulskyitc 
semi-fascist military regime which 
ran the country in the 1920s and 
30s. Capitalism, in other words, 
will bring the jackboot, bans on 
divorce and abortion, and poverty. 

Recognising that talk of a “social 
explosion* is not doom-mongering. 
many media pundits, for example 
Edward Mortimer in the Einancial 
Times, as well as some in the lead¬ 
ing circles in France and Federal 
Germany, have insisted that a new 
Marshall Plan is needed in order to 
ensure that the “dismantling" of 
the “command economy" and the 
return to “fully-fledged capital¬ 
ism" proceeds without causing a 
complete breakdown. {Einancial 
Times July 11. 1989) 

A new Marshall Plan could not 
be centred on US capital. The US 


is not the power it was in 1947. 
Tixiay it has a massive deficit. It is 
Japan and Federal Germany which 
have come to rival the US and have 
the giant surpluses. A new Mar¬ 
shall Plan would, if it ever materi¬ 
alised. be a scramble for Eastern 
Europe which would heighten the 
maturing inter-imperialist antago¬ 
nisms and increase the danger of a 
World War 111 as each power tries 
to gain advantage. 

And. of course, a new Marshall 
Plan could never transform Po¬ 
land. Hungary or any other East¬ 
ern European country into a Japan 
or a Federal Germany. I hese 
countries were and are major 
imperialist powers. Hie recipients 
of a new Marshall Plan would be 
come neo-colonies, most likclv of a 
German led European Com 
munity I hat would lv their fate 

What about the USSR, the 
world's revolutionary ccnlK .’ Is it 
still a bulwark for the defence of 
socialism? Will it rescue Poland 
and Hungary from the clutches of 
imperialist slavery? No Addres¬ 
sing the Council of Europe in 
Strasbourg on n Julv 7 Gorbachev 
in effect promised the imperialists 
that the Soviet l mon would never 
again intervene in Eastern l uropc 
as it did in 1956 and 1968 

“Social and political orders in 
one or another country changed 
in the past**, he said, “and may 
change in the future. But this 
change is the exclusive alTair of the 
people of that country and is their 
choice. Any interference in dom¬ 
estic affairs and any attempts to 
restrict the sovereignty of states, 
both friends and allies or any 
others, are inadmissible.” (The 
Economi st J u I y 15 1989) 

Gorbachev is in effect washing 
his hands of Eastern Europe He is 
actively encouraging accommoda¬ 
tion with counterrevolutionary 
forces in Poland and Hungary (a 
meeting with Lech Walesa is 
strongly rumoured to be on the 
cards) in the lu»|K* ol currying 
favour with the imperialists. 

Why should this be? Bureau¬ 
cratic socialism in the USSR has 
run out of all progressive possibili¬ 
ties In an attempt lo preserve its 
privileges the technocratic Gorba- 
chevitc wing of the bureaucracy 
has turned to 'market socialism', 
just as Poland and Hungary have. 
His perestroika, has as everyone 
knows, been sweetened with glas- 
nosl. 

Glasnost has, though, nothing to 
do with a return to Leninist demo¬ 
cratic norms, as Gorbachev claims; 
this would mean power passing to 
councils of workers, soldiers and 
collective farmers, as opposed to 
the indirectly elected Peoples Con¬ 
gress bourgeois style parliament, it 
would mean all slate officials (in¬ 
cluding Gorbachev) only receiving 
the average worker’s pay. it would 
mean the plurality of parties and it 
would mean the running of a cen¬ 
tral economic plan through mass 
control and participation. 

Economically, far from produc¬ 
ing anything positive, Gorbachev's 
perestroika has led to a growing 
paralysis. It has also brought the 


latent ethnic hatreds, for so long 
suppressed, violently to the sur¬ 
face 

Gorbachev lectured Soviet min¬ 
ers that their strike action was 
“plunging the country into social 
chaos" What hypocrisy. It is his 
turn to capitalism which has made 
queues outside simps longer and 
helped the rise of nationalist move¬ 
ments m the Baltic republics, and 
Pamyat. the modern clay Black 
Hundreds, m Russia It is not the 
miners which have plunged the So- 
Met Union into social chaos, it is 
(ioibachev and the pro-capitalist 
wing of the bureaiu tat v 

So while (iorhachcv still basks in 
the popular acclaim he receives 
Irom bourgeois public opinion in 
the west, it not surprising that in 
the Soviet Union iiscll his standing 
lias been steadily eroded ( »<h »d' 

Ihe growing realisation that 
Gorbachev's answcis do not work 
has inevitably pr»>diicvd negative 
hums m the hrst place Nonethe¬ 
less there exists a gut level haired 
ol capitalism ni the l SSR And as 
shown bv the strikes hv miners in 
Siberia and in the Ukraine, the 
working class the class that made 
li e Great ()elobci Revolution is 
at last on the move 

Naturally, as the strikes aie 
spontaneous the mmcis' demands 
aie lull ol contiadictions. 'let it is 
eh ai that a relatively high level ol 
consciousness exists. I hey wanted 
political as well as economic 
changes Miners established their 
own workers committees which 
took chaigc ol negotiations with 
the government prevented dinnk- 
enness by closing dunk shops and 
generally policed ihc area \ 
splendid display of proletarian 
discipline 

Until Gorbachev issued his th¬ 
reats to the mincis. the Goibuche- 
vites had attempted to claim the 
strike as an example ol percstioika 
“Irom below" ( Sovietsakva /(ov- 
\iva). But it is quite clear that the 
miners have no time lor the (ioi bn 
chcvile leadership nor Ioi capital¬ 
ism. At their mass meetings they 
booed down Mikhail Nhchadov, 
the mmistei lor the C oal Industry, 
along with a spokesman Irom the 
openly pro capitalist Democratic 
Union. Again good? 

Developments in Poland and 
Hungary (and by implication the 
USSR) have caused deep misgiv¬ 
ings m Romania, the GDR, Alba¬ 
nia, Cuba and Czechoslovakia. 
Unfortunately the leaders here do 
not have any sort of worked out 
critique, let alone programme of 
action. As wc have argued, 
socialism cannot stand still. In the 
end it must either retreat back to 
capitalism a la (iorhachcv or it 
must move forward along the road 
towards communism, through ex¬ 
tending mass proletarian democ- 
racy to the limits, to the point 
where it negates itself. 

Centrist opposition to Gor- 
bachcvism is at best a holding 
operation; and if truth be told, bat¬ 
tening down the hatches on open 
debate only further alienates the 
masses and gives the forces of res 
toraliomsm the banner of democ¬ 


racy free of charge. 

What is needed in the USSR is a 
political revolution. Not the sort of 
political revolution Gorbachev 
claims he is leading, hut a political 
revolution against Gorbachev. 
Such a revolution would transform 
not only the USSR and the dire 
situation in Eastern Europe but 
would have the same world shak¬ 
ing impact October 1917 uid. For 
this to happen the working class in 
ihc Soviet Union must go beyond 
spontaneity It needs a genuine 
communist leadership. 

Wc will support the revolutio¬ 
nary struggle of the Soviet prolet¬ 
ariat m any way we can, not least 
hv fighting to make revolution in 
our own country. Above all. 
though, because wc recognise that 
the world revolution indivisible 
and that due to the traitoi Gorba¬ 
chev the gams lor the world revol¬ 
ution won m OetolKr !9!7 and 
those won in the wake ol the Red 
\riiiy\ dcle.it of the German 
V\ lumacht in 194S. arc in immi¬ 
nent tlaugei. we laisc the slogan ol | 
the loUiPiulunmtil ilefenee ol the 
mki.iIinI countries 

It seems that in Butain we are I 
almost unique in tins Given the 
still veiv limited weight our organ¬ 
isation carries within the workers' j 
movement, this is more than a j 
pits Defence ol siKialisin need, 
class action. 

In the meantime we will use* the 
sword ol polemic against those 
who, although they sav they will 
make a revolution in Britain, re¬ 
fuse to defend revolutions that 
exist in concrete reality. In taking 
on these petty Ixmrgeois revolutio¬ 
naries and defeating them, wc 
deal the ground lor the rclorged 
Communist Party of Groat Britain, 
which will defend the siviahsi 
countries (yes. even those with the 
most monstrous bureaucratic de¬ 
formations) in deed as well as 
word 

Ihc left in Britain is a sorry 
sight. To begin with, a whole 
swathe o! Trolskytlcs love Gorba¬ 
chev C ertainly most gave Solidar- 
misc their lull hacking, as they did 
the counterrevolutionary butchers 
in Afghanistan As to the RC P and 
the SWP (Irom which the former 
originated), they do not think that 
the great wars and struggles ol the 
twentieth century have produced 
anything worth defending. 
‘Official communism* is little bet¬ 
ter. 

Around the world ‘official com¬ 
munism* is visibly decomposing be¬ 
fore our very eyes. It is losing mass 
support hand over fist and has cer¬ 
tainly lost all moral authority. Hie 
Euros have jumped on the Gorba¬ 
chev bandwagon while the Morn¬ 
ing Star, /Vcu Worker and Straight 
Leftist types try and pretend that 
nothing untoward is happening. 
Either that or they maintain a 
criminal silence. Their death knell 
sounds Those who cannot defend 
the past will have no future. 

Jack Conrad 


































Fortnightly paper of the Leninists, 
for a genuine Communist Party 
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MUM 


have dealt with the 


The rise in militancy, 


s, the Tories’ loss of 


wc are no alone iri 


fter ail, facts are facts, 
the unique possession of one class, let 
in the communist movement. Where! 


lies is in the ability to put today’s devel 
into class/historic context and locate Labour' 
st important opponent in winning militant 
mmunist consciousness 
rpose of this editorial is 
let alone to.praise our ability to get t 
amcTeter developments well before othe 


we want to do is to briefly (very briefly) 
question the performance of other significant left 

groups and trends. 

Surely there should be some very searching, and very 
self critical, examinations of past positions. Unfortu¬ 
nately this is not what we get. It s business as usual. 

As the Militant, Morning Slar, New Worker and 
Straight Left types never did much thinking, let 
analysis, this is hardly surprising. But what of Marx, an 
Today ? After all. it has made its reputation (at least 
with the liberal bourgeoisie) by prattling on about i 
Thatcherite cultural revolution and the end of the 
working class. 

Suddenly, though, Laboui stands i-4 pcrceni:.go 
points ahead of the Tories and the working class l-,u> 
begun to stir (and in the process brought London to a 
standstill). Reveaiingly. the July edition of Marxism 
Today played dumb. It preferred to carts articles on 
Billy Graham, summer romances and hou China i< ; 
“Francoist military- dictatorship' 


Kinnockism 


Who can doubt that the Labour 
Party is the party - and the 
government — of crisis. One back¬ 
bench Tory MP has already spoken 
o “handing over this mess" for 
Kinnock to sort out. A straw in the 
wind yes but far from unique. In 
the Observer richard Ingrams (late 
of Private Eye suggest- ^at Mur . 
doch and ho media empire might 
vicsert Thatcher: ‘big businessmen 
do not allow sentiment to interfere 
with profit". 

As comrade Sherriff points out 
in The Leninist No79 Kin nock’s 
chances have improved. And again 
as the comrade says no one should 
have any illusions in Kinnock or 
the Labour. 

Historically Labour has always 
been called in by the bourgcosic 
"to clear up the moss" and keep 
workers quiet. In 1924 Labour was 
allowed to take over the mess left 
in the wake of World War I; again 
in 1929 until it became so bad that 
the Labour lops were forced to 
split their party and go over to the 
bourgcosic In 1945 when the 
prospect ol a Churchill Tory 
government would have been 
laughable Labour came in as it did 
in the 1960s and 70s with Wilson 
and ( allaghan dealing with prolet¬ 
arian unrest So why not Kinnock 
now that he has pledged to “make 
capitalism work" - what a hope. 
Tony Kastman 


Labour government giving lip ser¬ 
vice to the ideals of socialism and a 
workers government would have 
unleashed a great revolutionary 
energy from the ranks of the work¬ 
ing class. 

The traumatic effect of a Labour 
(workers’) government not only 
failing to implement basic socialist 
ideals but actually siding with the 
bosses against the workers, as they 
would huVe had to have done to 
preserve capital, would have 
created the conditions for what 
Lenin envisaged as “serious 
chances of success to overthrow 
the government of Henderson at 
once.(my emphasis). To suggest 
any similarity between the condi¬ 
tions in 1920 and those since is to 
falsify Leninism and distort the 
Marxist scientific method of analy¬ 
sis. And let it he noted that support 
for the election of a Labour govern¬ 
ment does not in any way entail 
support for the government itself 
On the contrary, the aim is its 
overthrow. 

Correctly, David Sherriff de¬ 
clares; “Under certain specific circ¬ 
umstances we would support the 
election of a Labour government; 
it the socialist pretensions of Lab¬ 
our needed exposing in order to let 
working class combativity go to 
higher levels" (emphasis in orig¬ 
inal) This is in complete harmony 
with Lenin’s concept as stated 
above, and expresses a true Lenin¬ 
ist approach. 

P ( Onion 
South London 


What of the petty bourgeois revolutionaries' Years 
ago most of them became left advisors to the Labour 
Party. This produces apologia, not principle. The m.m 
honourable (albeit partial) exceptions are the SVT ; ■ 

the RC'P. 

Throughout the 1980’s the SWT has been insisting 
that there was a “downturn in (he class struggle" V i.s 
that includes the miners Great Strike: <in “c :• . 
example of what we call the downturn” (Tony OH;. 
This extreme example of what we call defeatUnt led 
' VVP members - a classic case of lions led hy donl evs 
— to the most self fulfilling conclusions 
In recent.editions of Socialist Worker. turn cut ; 
SWP has been telling us all about the new rre d” 
which has recently developed jn the working class. 
Thank goodness! Yet nowhere can we !ind a rctcicnce 


I IL i C > 

an “extreme 

Ssmtd 


Labourism 


Congratulations to David Sherriff 
on his article In kill capital light 
Kinnockism (The Leninist 79) 
Not only did he place the I about 
Party and its left’ supporters both 
within and without the party , into 




MG Malkin's letter in issue 78 
implies that The Leninist describes 
‘ the entire 19 million members of 
the CPSU as bureaucrats’ To 
the best of my knowledge, no com¬ 
rade has done this The party does 
not have to comprise, in its 
entirety, or even in a majority, of 


Jonkeys 

correct perspective. 1 

>uI hu also 

bureaucrats to be a party of the 

correctly related the u 

.volution, irv 

bureaucracy, any more than the 


lelt to that ol 1 about refoimisin 

Labour Party in Britain has to 

ver. the 

As Sherrill correctlv 

states; lie 

1 comprise of bourgeois for n to be a 

mood” 

| Kinnock | will not 

dash the 

bourgeois party. 

... 

si>cialist illusioiiN ot 

the masses 

1 he ability of the bureaucratic 

tferencc 

nivrsit. 

with the awful reality o 

1 Labourism 

form of the plan to develop the 

alter their votes have 

..n_ i- ....... I. 

got it into 

forces of production has run its 


ing? Is it the beginning of the end? Not u wore! 

| 3ut the RCP? H is undoubtedly .1 u\ 
in, if not a Communist Party I Ik R< 
trying to convince us that the official 
is 'dead”. Apparently it passed uv 
mid-1980s, ie wfic 0 the RCP deck 
ny more marches on/lobbics of i 
, like the SWP’ s downturn nonsen¬ 
se was that it was not aimed at j 

consists mainly of students wh> 
ot the labour movement. To keej 
d in the ‘party’, realitv had to be d 




id in the 'party', reality had to he denied and 
i'ai fantasy world created in a mirror image ot 
d of Gcrmy Healy's WRP. For the RCP. the 

■ fault simply 

. ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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any socialistic illusions" 1 his cor 
reel presentation ol the realitv of 
the situation explodes the I rotskv- 
ist myth ol elect l about and e\ 
pose* ii ihmugh presenting it with 
socialist demands 

I low can one ‘expose’ it .is being 
non socialist. and with what value, 
when it proudly declares itsell to 
he a non socialist but humane re¬ 
forming capitalist party, and will 
be supported into office on such a 
basis? 

It was nearly seventy years ago 
when Lenin wrote Left Ming Com¬ 
munism and advocated the tactic ol 
supporting Labour to power “as a 
rope suppor ts a hanged man" 
Without consideration of chnngci 
historical circumstances, and the 
conditions Lenin enunciated (or 
the validity of .his tactic, the 
Trotskyists advocate the lactic par¬ 
rot fashion. As such, they trans¬ 
form what was and what can be a 
revolutionary tactic into a reactio¬ 
nary and sterile slogan. 

The conditions laid down by 
Lenin in Left Wing Communism 
for the application of his tactic 
were: (a) that the conditions for a 
revolutionary situation were 
maturing; (b) that the Labour 
leaders were “afraid to win" power 
alone; (c) that the creation of so¬ 
viets was on the order of the day; 
(d) that a parallel existed between 
conditions in Britain in 1920 and 
revolutionary Russia in 1917. 

Under these circumstances it 
was obvious that the election of a 


yin the basis til Usability to develop 
production. Growth rates are now 
lower in the Soviet Union than in 
the west. I he only wav that ihis 
can be rectified is through the in¬ 
troduction ot democratic planning 
at all levels ol Soviet society. But 
because this would undermine the 
position ot the bureaucracy it will 
not countenance it. 

Communists who want to reallv 
delcnd the USSR must support the 
call loi political revolution. C om¬ 
rade Malkin tries to sidestep this, 
through talk of a “moral revol¬ 
ution At least the comrade has 
the honesty not to try and invoke 
the name of Marx in his favour. 
Instead he falls back on the last 
rcluge of a lost argument: human 
nature'. 

Alan Merrik 
London 


Pamyat 


I note that in recent issues refer¬ 
ence is made to Pamyat, the fascist 
organisation in the Soviet Union. I 
share your loathing of fascists and I 
am a! a loss lo understand why the 
bovict authorities and people allow 
this scum to exist. But I note also, 
that while you are consistent in 
your opposition and condemnation 
of Pamyat, you ignore the growing 
t reat that fascist organisations 
pose to socialists and ethnic mino¬ 


rities here, in this country. 

Despite the fact that racist at¬ 
tacks run at the rate of 70,000 per 
year and the fascists arc gaining 
more and more white working cfass 
youth, it seems to be the trend 
amongst the left in this country to 
shrug the shoulder *7fU took the 
other way \\ \s an attitude I can’t 
understand. The fascists have 
developed strong links with loyal¬ 
ists in the occupied six counties and 
meet frequently with American 
and European Nazi organisations. 
It is not the weather they talk 
about. I’m sure. 

It seems to be a contradiction to 
exhort the Soviet people to rid 
themselves of Pamyat whilst ignor¬ 
ing the growing threat of fascism 
here. I would welcome clarifica¬ 
tion on this matter. 

Sean Davies 
London 


‘Puzzled’ 

I was puzzled by your letter of 
April 10 [see the last issue of The 
Leninist | regarding the Labour 
Party’s 1 l ime To Go’ demonstra¬ 
tion. Wc cannot understand why 
you attach such significance to the 
event Your enthusiasm for a rela¬ 
tively minor gesture seems to indi¬ 
cate that you actually believe the 
organiser’s public relations 
material that there will be 10- 
20.000 on the march Probably 
from your point ol view it would 
make more sense to organise an 
anti-imperialist section of the audi¬ 
ence of the pop concert u> be held 
afterwards. That will indeed 
attract large numbers! 

Whether or not to mobilise for 
an opportunist demonstration on 
Ireland is a question of tactics. In 
the present conditio:.- ;t makes no 
sense to mobilise ar m i imperial¬ 
ist contingent for a march that is 
decidedly equivocal on the ques¬ 
tion of imperialism. Instead of 
plaving at tactics ,t makes more 
sense to devote our energy to win¬ 
ning support for n anti-imperialist 
initiative. That \ whv .ve >hall be 
mobilising for ihe August 5 anti- 
internment tommemoi.iiive dem¬ 
onstration 

We think that after \our less 
than fruitful tactical orientation to¬ 
wards the C PGB vou would think 
twice about intervening m another 
corpse. It you decide to so ahead 
with your naive initiative - good 
luck. 

Should vou rethink we are al¬ 
ways ready to welcome your con¬ 
tribution to the only anti- 
imperialist march on Ireland this 
summer on August 5. 

Phil Murphy 

Irish F reedom Movement 

David Sherriff replies: 

Phil Murphy, like the rest of the 
RC'P, seems to be obsessed with 
corpses. As he well knows the 
’ 1 To Go’ demonstration on 
August 12 will draw most of its 
support from petty bourgeois left 
groups such as the SWP. Not to 
challenge their adaption to Labou¬ 
rism would in our view be crimi¬ 
nal. That is why we sponsored the 
formation of Hands off Ireland! 
and called for the organisation of 
a genuinely anti-imperialist contin¬ 
gent. 

Note: Letters have been shortened due to 
of space. For political security wc 
have changed certain names, addresses and 
details. 


Write 


or RING 


If you would like to reply to any of 
these letters, raise questions or 
comment on articles in The Leninist 
please write to The Editor, BCM Box 
928. London WCIN 3XX. Or phone 
us on 01-431 3135. ! 
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More comrades 


Britain has consistently tried to silence Irish revolutionaries 
- by legislation, prison and, when all else fails, through its army 
and loyalist assassins. The Irish Republican Socialist Party was in 
the past hard hit by all three. And on top of that in the late eighties 
the government has systematically excluded from Britain 
representatives of the IRSP. For instance, in February comrade 
Eamon Mullen was excluded. But in April, he won his appeal 
against this; one of only three people to gain such a victory. Hands 
Off Ireland! is organising a speaking tour to enable the comrade to 
exercise his restored 'freedom’, to prove that the voice of Irish 
revolutionaries will not be silenced. You can hear the comrade 
speak at HOI! meetings in London, Friday July 21 7.30pm, 
Conway Hall, Red Lion Square; Manchester, Monday 24, 7.30pm, 
Town Hall; Liverpool, Tuesday 25 (phone for details); Sheffield, 
Wednesday 26 7.30pm, Mountpleasant Community Centre, 
Sharrow Lane; Doncaster, Thursday 27 7.30pm, Women’s Centre 
Cleveland St and Chesterfield, Friday 28 (details to be 
announced). At all meetings there will be a speaker from HOI! 
and plenty of time for discussion. Come along - hear and debate 
how we advance in Britain and in Ireland! For more information 
contact HOI! on (01) 431 3135 


We urge all anti-imperialists to unite on 
August 12. We have been urging this for 
the last year and actively working for it. 
That is why we sponsored the setting up 
of Hands Off Ireland! The larger the HOI! 
contingent, the sooner we will build the 
mass solidarity campaign the Irish 
masses so richly deserve 


In the last issue of The Leninist we 
covered the plight of Kurdish and Alevi 
refugees in Britain, fleeing from repression 
in Turkey only to be faced with racist 
persecution by the British state. On 
Saturday July 29 at 12.30pm in Clissold 
Park, Stoke Newington Church Street, in 
London the Turkish and Kurdish 
communities w ill be pulling out thousands in 
support ot the refugees. We hope that the 
response of the workers movement in 
Britain will come up to what is necessary. 
Certainly. 'Hie Leninist will be mobilising a 
contingent on the demonstration. No 
worker is illegal. We should fight to smash 
all immigration controls. Be there on the 
day and march with us. Back in Turkey the 
resistance and eombativity is gaining 
strength. The forms of struggle thrown 
forward is something that workers in Britain 
can learn from, especially as wide sections 
here are now entering into struggle The 
Committee for the Defence of Democratic 
Rights in Turkey is organising a rank and 
file delegation of trade unionists to Turkey 
to learn from the fight there and to build 
links between workers fighting in Turkey 
and in Britain. The C'DDRl is appealing for 
donations to make this delegation possible. 
Phc door is also still open for prospective 
delegates. If you are interested, contact 
Max Hironsat ( DDRT. 84 Balls Pond Rd. 
London NI 4AJ. Tel: (01) 2540387. 


challenge to it. 

Others on the left have tried to 
deal with ‘ITG’ in their own way. 
The boycottist RCP. having de¬ 
cided that the official labour move¬ 
ment is “dead”, is ignoring this 
‘corpse’, and Irving to explain how 
one of its co-residents in the mort¬ 
uary, the mainstream Labour 
Party, can rise and win the Euro 
elections. Enough said. 

The Troops Out Movement, 
true to form, is trying to straddle 
two horses and getting a nasty case 
of groin strain in the process. Lite 
in the day. it decided (after, in true 
sectarian style, trying to ignore 
HOI!) to organise its own contin¬ 
gent under the two slogans. As 
usual this has been fudged, jusl as 
it fudges its own formally correct 
platform. Typically it stales. “Time 
To Go have established important 
new ground” (Troops Out, July). 

What new ground might this be? 
A cursory glance at its platform 
reveals a rehash of the tired old 
Bill of Rights' formula. ‘ITG’ is a 
patriotic campaign which argues 
that it is in Britain's best interest to 
leave Ireland. True anti-imperial¬ 
ists want to sec Britain leave Ire 
land in the same way that the US 
left Vietnam, clinging to the skids 
of its helicopters. Defeated! 

And then we have Workers 
Tower. Now. here's a funny case 
lTiis month s edition of its paper 
has a call to “build the anti-imper¬ 
ialist contingent”. But this is not 
Hands Off Ireland! It is one which 
they have thrown together with 
other Labour Party entrists; the 
Workers International League and 
Revolutionary Internationalist 
League, two organisations which 
probably enjoy more initials than 
they do members. 

They do this on the basis of hav¬ 
ing carried out no work for it over 
the past year, and having refused 
to agree to the eminently reason¬ 
able and broad HOI! founding 
statement. Having carried out 
what amounted to an act of sec¬ 
tarian splitting then, it now has the 
hypocrisy to “call on all these 
forces to maximise support for 
the |ie, WP' s| anti-imperialist con¬ 
tingent’ 1 . Such sectarian posturing 
will sicken all genuine anti-imper¬ 
ialists. 

We urge all anti-imperialists to 
unite on August 12. We have been 
urging this and actively working for 
it for the last year. That is why 
HOI! was established. The larger 
the HOI! contingent, the sooner 
we will build the mass solidarity 
campaign the Irish masses so richly 
deserve. In the struggle for this 
there is no room for sectarianism, 
even when it poses under the ban¬ 
ner of anti-sectarianism. 

A lan Merrik 


T HE LAST last lap of ‘Time tion. And it is instructive to look at 
To Go’ is underway. Local the way in which Adams posed the 
committees of this question: “The Irish people have 
campaign have been the right to national self determi- 
cobbled together to parade Clare nation. Or broader still: does the 
Short MP. Peter Hain and various British administration in Ireland 
Socialist Workers Party hacks play a useful role in Irish 
around the country' to explain why interests.” 

it is in British best interests to with- Speaking from the floor, a 
draw, like good little cx- colonial- Hands Off Ireland! comrade 
ists. from the north of Ireland, pointed out that support for Irish 
This culminates in the march, rally self determination could only mean 
and carnival of August 12. unconditional defence of the right 

The launch pad of this was the of the Irish people to fight for self 
Time To Go Show' in June. Seven determination, in whatever way 
hundred odd British leftists turned they choose. 

out - in spite of the £15 entrance Given that the leaders of * ITG' 
fee - to listen to the aforemen- arc on record for their many anti- 
tioned Labourites. SWPers plus republican statements on the 
some others, and pick the nits out armed struggle, and that the 
of each others egos. Hands Off campaign itself has avoided the 
Ireland! was also there, giving its issue of the armed struggle and of 
comrades a chance to take on fol- IRA and Inla prisoners of war. it 
lowers of the party w hich sent in can hardly claim to fall within even 
the troops in the first place. this “broad base”. And, if TTG’ 

According to the organisers of agrees with Adams when he says 
‘TTG* its show took “support for that Britain plays a reactionary 
British withdrawal from Ireland role in Ireland, why docs it not 
into the mainstream of British demand troops out nowl Does it 
politics and society 1 ’ (quoted from perhaps agree with Socialist 
the latest edition of Labour and Organiser's ‘bloodbath’ scenario? 
Ireland). The only correct perspective on 

Members of the SWP, Socialist which to build a mass campaign to 
Organiser and the Labour Com- end British occupation is on the 
mittee on Ireland will no doubt be two demands ‘troops out now' and 
flattered by this description, as ‘self determination for the Irish 
they comprised the overwhelming people'. ‘Time To Go’ rejects both 
majority of the conference. The of these point blank. Yet for 
reaction to this conference - at democrats, let alone socialists, 
which ITG’ supporters repeatedly these two demands, like Irish free- 
emphasised that they were not dom. arc not negotiable. They are 
talking about an immediate troop principles. 

withdrawal - was in many ways Hands Off Ireland! was estab- 
more revealing than the confer- lished to give these principles flesh 
ence itself, which was sadly dis- through organisation. Its aim is to 
tracted from the business of taking build the largest possible anti- 
up the chauvinist platform of imperialist contingent on the Au- 
*TTG' by the rabidly pro- imperial- gust 12 ‘TTG’ march. It has fought 
ist “bloodbath” line of Socialist for this in the unions and on the 
Organiser. Labour and Ireland was streets, through the active inter- 
determined to make the best of a vention of its supporters and its 
bad job: “Those who attended re- publications, 
fleeted the breadth of support In May it organised a very suc- 

Time To Go has been able to mus- cessful national speaking tour with 
ter.” the sacked head of the Irish Distri- 

Thc journal attempts to use this butive and Administrative I rade 
make believe array of eager anti- Union, John Mitchell, who had 
imperialists as a stick to beat those, been witch-hunted for his support 
like HOI!, who stand by a prin- for Irish freedom. This is being 
cipled position: “Those on the left followed up this month with 
who have spent the last year warn- another speaking tour, this time 
ing of the danger of the campaign’s with Eamon Mullen of the Irish 
‘revisionism 1 , that it was not ‘pure 1 Republican Socialist Party (see the 
enough or was prepared to accept In Struggle column), who recently 
support from any quarter had overturned his exclusion order 
their answer not just from the from Britain, 
attendance (!) but by several HOI!’s principled and non-scc- 

speakers, including Gerry Adams, tarian stand has brought together 
who addressed the dire need to anti- imperialist activists and 
overcome such factional tradi- drawn fresh people around its ban- 
tions”. ners. We have every confidence 

Sinn Fein’s president did indeed that such work can establish the 

call for a broad campaign. Merc roots of a mass solidarity move- 
invocation of the man’s name, ment, not by trailing along behind 
though, does not flatten all opposi- ‘TTG’, but by mounting a direct 


Workers from 
Turkey showing 
their proletarian 
internationalism in 
London on May 
Day. Now is the 
time for British 
workers to show 
their solidarity 


The Iranian Political Prisoners Action Committee was 
recently subject to a sectarian exclusion by the C ampaign Against 
Repression in Iran At the ‘Voices tor Rushdie' meeting on June 
23 Ippac had its literature stall closed by C'ari officials, one lppac 
supporter was refused admission to the meeting and other 
supporters were dissuaded from speaking. I he ‘justification tor 
‘his from C ari was that supporters of Ippac were members of the 
official communist 1 udeh Party and its tcllow travellers in the 
ledaiian Majority, ('ari also stated that Ippac supporters had 
attended a meeting with members ot T udeh. I his response has 
nothing to do with concern for security against Tudch (w hich 
rightly has a bad reputation on this score). It is a cynical attempt t 
exclude a ‘competing’ organisation from the scene by tarring it, by 
association, with the same brush as Iranian ‘official communists'. 


Comrades, so lar this month our £6(X) fight¬ 
ing fund is well down. All we have in is 
£312. As things stand therefore things look 
bleak. We arc unlikely to meet our target. 
In part this is due to the fact that our closest 
supporters are channelling all their financial 
resources into our £2(UXX) Sixth Summer 
Offensive. Nonetheless it also shows us that 
there exists a considerable gap between the 
core of our organisation — based in London 
- and the mass of our readership. This is 
something wc will overcome, step by step, 
as we begin to organise outside London. 


THE LENINIST • July 24 1989 • 3 






Mao in 1940: organising a revolution 


The horrific sight of the People’s 
Liberation Army turning on the 
people has not only proved the 
bankruptcy of the leadership of 
the Communist Party of China. It 
has done the same thing for much 
of the left in Britain 


G RLA1 Li VENTS test all programmes 
and pretensions. In the class struggle 
in Britain. the miners Great Strike was 
a great test It exposed many a flimsy 
heory to the ultimate criticism of the real 
world. I his is the sort ol thing to which Marx 
referred when he said that one strike was 
worth a thousand programmes But tests also 
come from the ‘outside'. How groups and 
parties will face up to the future tasks in their 
own country can he seen in advance, in the 
stand taken on great international issues. 

Over the past twenty years, the Irish war 
has proved the spinelessness of many petty 
bourgeois left groups and the subservience of 
all reformists to the forces of imperialism 
I hose who refuse to stand against the British 
army and with the IRA will never make revol¬ 
ution in Britain. I he same is true of those who 
retuse, or are unable, to defend the gains ol 
the world revolution in the form of the 
soeialist states 

This, argued the Comintern in 1920. was a 
sacred duty for all communists. Defence of 
the socialist states was lor it a fundamental 
criterion of proletarian internationalism. Of 
I course, various opportunist trends can go on 
I tor years paying lip service to the need to 
unconditionally defend the gains of the work- 
I ing class Only when put to the test through 
wars and the threat of counterrevolution do 
they shrug otl then . (aimed ideological ortho¬ 
doxy lor the more comfortable neither capi¬ 
talism nor socialism* revisionism of Tony 
C lift. Max Shaehtman I lillel l icktin etc. 

Poland in the early |9N()s was a particularly 
hard test through bureaucratic bungling the 
Polish l mted Workers Party had totally alie- 
| nated the masses I »r from turning to revol- 
utionarv solutions they flocked to 
Solidarnosc It openly put itselt forward as an 
agency for capitalist restoration and received 
moral and material aid from across the whole 
spectrum of reaction, from the Vatican to the 
( IA because ot it 

Vet. in spite o! this, virtually the whole of 
the petty bourgeois, predominant^ Irotskv- 
| ist left supported it md inarched with Polish 
emigre ultra rightists through the streets of 
London protesting when it was banned under 
j martial law in P>M One group even mim¬ 
icked Solidarnosc s logo on the masthead ot 
its now dclunet papti I he opportunists pre¬ 
ferred to line up with couulcrre\olution rather 
than defend the gams ol socialism and nsk 
losing niembeis brought up on one dimen¬ 
sional anti capitalism 

I he crisis in China has found the left in 
Britain equally lacking in piinciplc. Hie hor¬ 
rific sight of ihe Peoples l iberation Army 
turning on the people has not only proved the 
bankruptcy ol the leadership of the Com¬ 
munist Party ot i. lima. It has done the same 
tiling lor much ol the tell in Britain 

Developments m China are very contradic¬ 
tory I he dcmoctacy movement was vviy he¬ 
terogeneous and could thcicforc develop m 
any direction, not least counterrevolution. 
News ol C hinese student leaders popping up 
m Paris demanding that the western powers 
break oil iclations with Beijing and impose 
economic sanctions certainly indicates a turn 
to the right rather than the left No com¬ 
munist should pretend this is not the case 
Socialist Organiser will have none of this 
It s coverage of C hina reflected its infamous 
anti-communism and Labourism, as it at¬ 
tempted to further ingratiate itself with the 
grossly anti socialist Labour Party (“our 
party*' to them). This paper does not seem to 
know ie hat China is. apart from the fact that it 
doesn't like it. As to the SWP. it was no 
surprise to see it trot out its hack neither east 
nor west* line: unimaginative, predictable and 
needing no intellectual exertion. It dropped 
all pretence of defending socialism way back 
during the Korean war. 

I he motivation with the above tyvo groups 
has tar more to do with playing to chauvinism 
in Britain than any concern to delve into the 
realities of Chinese society. Others, like Mili¬ 


tant and the Spartacist League, argue that the 
political revolution has begun. If the iron 
wheels of history stick, or even move back 
little, let’s just imagine they are moving on 
But two trends in particular have presented 
themselvc as being especially fraught with 
contradictions in their responses to the 
rebellion in China. These are the Revolutio¬ 
nary Communist P tv ,ind the ‘official com 
munists* in Britain 


Whom the %ods wish to 
destroy... 


Ihe Revolutionary Communist Party has per- 
j h.ips produced the m< •: bizarre commentary 
on the even in < hmu to date. Not for the 
I hrst time th. ■, I world has exposed the 
I manifold i ml. id: .< -ns ot this well packaged 
student sect (which has its origins as aj 
; 1 rotskvite opp -i»i in what is now the ■ 
SWP). 

I or the RC P there ling whatsoever to. 

! defend in :h.. Chin.. luti »n. It is a “Sta- 
1 linist recim* j 1 rr.d by a “bureaucratic 
elite N >w ibi- a\ get you a pat on the 
head in - • 1- re but such aimless* 

petty bourcco ’ defines do not take you 
very fir w hen it c nies in analysis of Chi - : 
nose society W’ : v RC P attempts even a 
pretence •' jvh a; av n gets hopelessly! 

lost. 

In lea Jet. Fia . La vL seems at first 
glance t<> accept th ei. was a “revolution 
in PM 1 *' t v June 2 *. Of course, he 

isn't nearly m* .ml- iious : » tr\ and tell you 
what sort of society ::n rew ition ushered in, , 
bui he di’cs at !e. v r > recognise that 
one ux>k place 

a ties Joan 

Phi .ipv the j\i!\ rc ers to “a coun¬ 

terrevolution. in which a bureaucratic elite 
came to power ! k» rping thi masses down" 

I the next stef'. June 1 Ac- n the next stem 
of June In an un> .a:ed message to support¬ 
ers tells its | .wvers i the "1949 coun¬ 
terrevolution which brought the Stalinist 
bureaucracy to power made possible 

onlx h\ the defeat inflicted on the massive 
working class movement in Shanghai and 
Canton in 192". the bureaucratic regime 
which emerged in C hina in the post war years 
stands as a monument to counterrevolution. 
It has nothing to do with communism." 

1° assert diis. you would think that the: 
Rc P was duty hound to explain how the rev- 
oluiionaiv C Pc v»l the ‘2<k was transformed! 
into ihe ‘counterrevolutionarv ’ vehicle ofj 
1949. It does not 

\Neiv the communist cadres executed by the^ 
Ciuomindung in 1922 engaging in a cynical j 
counterrevolutionary plot? Was the heroic! 
I ong March of the Chinese communists the] 
tn si step down the road to the counterrevolu-j 
non .’ 1 he article seems to miss the vital point 
that it was not the CPC which inflicted thisj 
deteat on the working class, but the Party] 
itselt which had the counterrevolutionary j 
hand of the Guomindang turned on it. 

1 here can be no doubt that the opportunist J 
mistakes of the Party and Comintern were not j 
unimportant, but it does not alter this key fact| 
one iota It is to the Party's eternal credit that, y 
under the leadership of Mao, it was able to * 
teorganisc itselt alter the 1927 debacle and go] 
on to victory in the 1949 revolution. 

I he Rc P s arse-backwards formulation, j 
instead ol demystifying the world, can only jj 
pose yet more insoluble questions for those 
naive enough to swallow us gibberish. What 
was this counterrevolution’ in capitalist China 
3 re ! urn *° ° r, ental despotism? Maybe even 
Primitive communism? Surely vve are entitled 
to know. 

I o be able to describe the qualitative leap 
represented by the defeat of native big capital, 
feudalism and foreign imperialism by the com- 
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niunisi led Peoples Liberation Army as a 
counterrevolution is to turn reality on its 
head Likewise to brand the collectivisation of 
agriculture and nationalisation of industry, 
Nfno s iron ricebowl', the guarantee of a basic 
standard of living to the masses from whom it 
was before denied, as the results of a “coun¬ 
terrevolution" is truly a bizarre turn to subjec- 
Jve idealism Still, those whom the gods wish 
to destroy, thev first make mad. 

The RCP undertakes^ no analysis of the 
events of 1949, nor indeed, in any real sense, 
of today to justify this 'analysis*. Instead, it 
tries to dishonestly lump in China with the 
Soviet Union. I say dishonestly because it has 
m the past rejected such an approach. There 
is no way. after all. that its analysis of the 
USSR as a qualitative degeneration of a once 
healthy workers' revolution can be squared 
with that of the outright 'counterrevolution' in 
China, which apparently never established a 
workers’ state. The RCP gives specific rea¬ 
sons for the ‘strange evolution* of the USSR 
that it describes, which did not exist in China 
Nonetheless the results are meant to be the 
same. 

According to Lenin, this is the epoch of the 
transition from capitalism to socialism. Yet 
according to the RCP the Soviet Union along 
with ail the socialist states of Asia and Eastern 
Europe, and not forgetting Cuba, have noth¬ 
ing to do with socialism. What on earth has 
gone wrong? For us. nothing, Leninism is 
powerful because it is true Lenin was correct 
and therefore still relevant. The socialist 
states, for all their bureaucratic deformations, 
are products of revolution (even if often from 
above) and have to be unconditionally de¬ 
fended. For the RCP though, because reality 
is too dirty and complex obviously Lenin has 
to be w rong 

We have to ask the RCP. prior to the 1949 
counterrevolution\ what was the social basis 
of the bureaucratic elite*? What privilege did 
it enjoy? No doubt the same 'privileges' as the 
same ‘bureaucratic elites* m Cuba before 
1959: dysentery, malaria, malnutrition and 
day to day resistance against in over¬ 
whelmingly better armed enemy 
The conelusioas that this ‘party* draw's from 
its threadbare predictions on China are une¬ 
quivocally reactionary. As far as it is con¬ 
cerned. because t lie re is nothing worth 
defending in Chinese society, any movement 
against the state bureaucracy is all to (he 
good, ‘ regardless of its political character 
\ike next step ... May 26). One wonders if those 
Chinese workers and students who demon¬ 
strated m Tiananmen Square with pictures of 
Mao Zedong share this objectively counter!c- 
v ol u t ionary vi e w. 

This was no slip The following week Ri¬ 
chards came forward to reinforce the line, he 
had obviously refined' his attitude to the 1949 

revolution. “Although it is politically incohe¬ 
rent,"* he wrote "the protest movement is 
essentially a progressive force. The direction 
of this movement is still unclear — H could 
move either to the left or to the right. But 
regardless of its Tutu re direction, Marxists 
must support any popular mobilisation 
against the bureaucracy ... Regardless of the 
short term consequences, ihe overthrow of 
the Chinese bureaucracy would be the best 
result for Marxists’* (Ibid. June 2). 

No genuine communist could share this 
view. Lenin wrote that the only true inter¬ 
nationalism was to work for the development 
of the revolutionary struggle in one s own 
country and to support %i this struggle, this, and 
only (htSy line, in every country without excep¬ 
tion.” (CW r Vol 24. p75). 

Are the forces for capitalist restoration part 
of the “mobilisation against the bureau¬ 
cracy"? Of course! Such a line ol supporting 
any movement, irrespective .of its political 
perspective, has verv dangerous implications 
for the luturc of the RCP. U you accept such a 
position abroad, why not at home? At best, 
this brings you to a farcical shadow of the 
Communist Party of Germany’s “after Hitle^ 


us stance. \t worst it ends up as crude anti¬ 
communism. 

I he justification for this highly dubious line 
is even stranger. Richards puts the case in the 
fu \t step of June 30: "In the past, Marxists 
believed correctly that such a defeat far Stali¬ 
nism would represent a victory for the imper¬ 
ialists. But in the contemporary world, the 
unpredictable forces unleashed by the decline 
of Stalinism threaten to upset the global equi¬ 
librium as a whole."’ 

What past Marxists were these and, more's 
the point, what hus changed of late? Il is 
possible that Rt ‘P member Andy Clarkson is 
such a Marxist from the past, but writing in 
Richards* “contemporary world", since he has 
been arguing that the break up of the USSR 
under the centripetal forces of nationalism 
will only aid imperialism. And while it is true 
that a C hina racked by Turmoil, whether coun¬ 
terrevolutionary or revolutionary, would 
upset Richards' “global equilibrium", a coun¬ 
terrevolutionary outcome allowing the unfet¬ 
tered entry of capital into China would 
certainly be in imperialism's interests. 

Wherever possible. the RCP has shied away 
from even formal proletarian inter¬ 
nationalism. supporting the development of 
the revolutionary working class movement 
worldwide. For it. revolutionary tasks are 
confined between L^inds End and John 
O’Groats. 

When, as m Cliina, the outside world rudely 
intrudes, these pett> bourgeois arc left floun¬ 
dering. In Poland in 1981 they stood aside 
when Solidarnosc threatened counterrevolu¬ 
tion Their {wsilton on Afghanistan was tittle 
different. Now they go further, arguing that 
workers should countenance support for an 
overtly counterrevolutionary force in China. 

Workers should, to say the lc;tst. be very 
wary of an organisation which not only refuses 
to recognise a revolution hut then goes on to 
support counterrevolution. As to RCP mem¬ 
bers. they ought to take a long hard look at 
where their increasingly oddball political pt>- 
sitions are taking them. Comrades, it is a very' 
dangerous trajectory 


Deng's comrades? 


The most distinctive thing about the reaction 
of official communists' to the crisis m China 
has been its complete confusion. Answers arc 
something you will not find in the pages of the 
various official communist' house journals, 
rum the Euros to the New Communist Party. 
Hie crisis of Chinese 'official communism’ is 
iptly reflected in the British variant. Alter 
hirty years of hostility they are united at 
least in their mutual bankruptcy. 

The initial reactions were very fragmentary. 
Hie Euro 7 Days responded in a typically 
impotent manner ( Weeping for China', June 
10) which was distinguishable from the hour 
ueois liberal press only by the appalling stan¬ 
dard of its journalism. There is no analysis of 
ihe events, no understanding of causes, just 
hand wringing and crocodile tears. 

The Morning Star has by and large confined 
itself to reporting on events, with the very 
minimum of comment attached. One would 
have got more meal* by reading it straight 
from Reuters or Press Association This so- 
called ‘communist* newspaper is quite clearly 
paralysed by indecision. Ihe nearest one 
comes to learning what it thinks is by looking 
at the sort of language the Star's correspon¬ 
dent. Roger Trask, used in his reporting, re 
(erring to the use of troops against the 
students on June 4 as a “massacre" and a 
“bloody crackdown". 

Along with 7 Days, Trask cites condemna¬ 
tions of the army’s action by various com¬ 
munist panics internationally to give his 
reportage a hltlc borrowed authority. So 


I r.isk disapproves of the killing of the stu¬ 
dents by the 27th Army. But, given the 
importance of this, his implied criticisms are 
incredibly mealy mouthed. I'he editorials of 
the same paper in general feel that it is safer to 
leave things well enough alone If it doesn't fit 
your comforting dogma, ignore it 

Hie only lengthy comment on this situation 
in the Star has been, not from a British writer, 
but from an American, the ("PUNA general 
secretary Gus Hall, in the June 28 edition 
One supposes that this is to ensure that any 
embarrassing cock-ups this writer may make 
cannot be laid at the feet ol Star editor Tony 
Chafer, as the pm>r innocent is merely per¬ 
forming his diplomatic internationalist duty. 

Some people, though, will never have the 
minimum common sense necessary to keep 
ilicir jaws damped tight when advisable. One 
such is Tom Durkin. C PBer and sell propelled 
megaphone. He gushes fuLvomcly in favour of 
Hail's article in the Star's letters column of 
July 4 

The events of Tiananmen Square have sent 
many •centrists scuttling off to their book¬ 
shelves to dust off their 1960s Novosti pam¬ 
phlets, explaining how C hina is in the grip of 
‘ feudal fascist reaction" (or some equally 
eclectic vitriol) and that Mao is a complete 
bastard with nothing to do with communism. 
Gus Hall still has the hangover from this, 
branding Mat) a pro-American, anti-com¬ 
munist ami since the mid !9J()s at that’ 

Hall at least seems to accept, in line with 
tlie present Soviet leadership, that under this 
pro-American anti-communist. C hina became 
some kind of socialist country which, inci¬ 
dentally. is more than the right centrist New 
C ommunist Party seems to (maybe it can get 
together with the RCP and thrash out a suit¬ 
ably off the wall position) For Hall, though, 
if this is the case the knee jerk reaction is to 
condemn any opjiosition within this stale. 

It is this myopic attitude which Durkin ilmls 
so appealing; "Two developments in the Chi¬ 
nese students" activities gave cause for con¬ 
cern. First, (he attempt to upstage the visit by 
Soviet President Mikhail Gorbachev which 
was an event of great significance after JO 
years of acrimony and hostility between the 
two great socialist countries. Second, the up¬ 
ping of demands from democracy and tin- 
ending of corruption, to challenging the re¬ 
gime and role of all the Chinese Communist 
Party |s«c|. Reaction, as Chile and many more 
examples show, knows how to exploit genu¬ 
ine concern to achieve directly opposite 
aims.” 

Durkin, alter Hall, is really scrabbling 
around to justify the actions ol Deng and the 
Chinese stale bureaucracy. How dare the 
masses sp^nl the Dcng-Gorbaclicv party by 
demanding democratic rights! Hus brand of 
official communism’ is irrevocably wedded to 
being a ginger group to bureaucracy, whether 
it Ik* Ron Todd and Norman Willis in Britain 
«>i Gorbachev, Deng cl at in the socialist coun¬ 
tries For them, it is not the masses which 
make history, as Marx argued, but individuals 
behind closed doors, whether bargaining for 
an extra 10% with the CBI or for arms agree¬ 
ments with Ihe US. 

Any infringement on this by the action of 
the masses, for Durkin and Co. deserves to be 
slapped down hard for spoiling the grand 
designs of 'great* statesmen. And they Mill 
have the effrontery to call themselves Marx¬ 
ists! 

But. yes, in certain circumstances the 
masses can be mobilised on a counterrevolu¬ 
tionary programme. Poland and Solidarnosc 
is an example of this. To prove that the same 
problem existed in China the centrists have 
focussed in cm that polystyrene Statue of Lib 
erty. 

Surely our 'official communists* can do bet¬ 
ter than that Besides, even if you take this in 
the light that Durkin does as a most damn 
ing indictment indeed - it has to lx- seen in 
the context of a Tiananmen Square awash 
with hundreds of thousands of students and 


workers singing the Internationale and 
carrying the red banner of communism. There 
arc reports of many advancing on tanks armed 
with no more than these two weapons. This is 
a million miles politically from the Catholic 
church and imperial eagles of Solidarnosc. 

If there is am thing that repels the masses 
from this course it will be the attitude of the 
Communist Party, whose actions have stained 
the name of communism with the blood of 
thousands on June 4. The Chinese masses 
made the revolution. It is theirs. If they be¬ 
come alienated from it. the blame lies squa¬ 
rely with the Chinese bureaucracy. Brecht’s 
wry comment on electing a new people* rang 
out bitterly as the 27th Army attempted to do 
so down the barrel of a gun. 

There are other reasons for many "official 
communists* being slow to condemn the brutal 
crushing of the rebellion of the Chinese 
masses Durkin alludes to it. but does not 
state it openly: Gorbachev. 

7 Days can whinge that "at a time when 
. there are exciting changes in the Soviet Union 
and elsewhere, holding up a prospect of com¬ 
munism which Is humane and democratic as 
well as economically and socially just, the 
brutal actions unleashed by a section of the 
Chinese leadership in the name of ‘the revol¬ 
ution* are a sickening blow to the hopes and 
aspirations of communists world-wide*’ 
(June 10). hut is the traitor Gorbachev so 
different m} 

When the Sinn-Soviet discussions opened in 
Beijing, the Morning Star led with a picture of 
Deng and Gorbachev, with a one word banner 
headline. “Comrades ' Funny, they’ve been 
quiet on that one of late... 

Perestroika is certainly comparable to the 
Chinese market socialism* economic reforms, 
the Four Modernisations Is the divergence in 
wealth created by such policies “economicaHy 
and socially just*"' What of ( »ofhaehev\ rcac j 
tjoti to Ihe nationalist movements m the j 
USSR/ It does not lake a genius to draw 
parallels between the methods used to sup¬ 
press the nationalist movements in l ibel and 
Soviet Georgia. And as Comrade Jack ( onrail 
said m Ins speech launching The Leninist's 
Sixth Summer Offensive because of peres¬ 
troika: "The slaughter vve have seen in Beijing 
could well In* repented in Moscow, t^niugrad 
and Kiev. Perestroika lias got nothing to do 
with strengthening socialist democracy in the 
USSR. It is an anti-working class, anti- 
sociaiisl programme which wif] strengthen the 
forces of capitalist restorationism. It is no 
different from Deng's Four Modernisa¬ 
tions’ *. 

Mikh.nl Gorbachev implicitly recognised all 
this himsell when he slated, in a speech on 
July 28 1986, that "we have similar priorities 
as China" (quoted in News and Views. Sep¬ 
tember 20 1986). Indeed the same journal, j 
reporting the Euro ( PC ill delegation to ( hina 
in February of this year, was very keen on 
(Tune sc developments. Well, friends, you 
have now seen where 'market socialism 
leads. 

I he official communists’ of all hues 
have a barren view of socialism, they have a 
hostility !<> the masses and arc visibly sliding 
towards open. bourgeois politics Hiese 
types can give no guidance to workers in Bri 
lain, whether it he the whimpers of the Euros 
or the embarrassment and confusion of the 
centrists 

All the old centrist certainties of the 50s 

md "60s have gone, along with the '70s false 
hopes of the Euros. ‘Official communism* has 
been jpft high and dry For all these pathetic 
specimens, coherence, any grasp of reality 
and even their raison dctre has gone 

But we should still watch them carefully. 
They arc the political manifestations of Gor 
badievism m Britain. In proving themselves 
day by day more reactionary , they prove the 
same of the shabby politics of their mentor. 

Alan Mcrrik 
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was the time of 'vitamin P* for 
potato - as some comrades sur¬ 
vived on a diet of potatoes, a prac¬ 
tice that was more healthy for the 
Party than for the individual! 

In Turkey itself conditions were 
extremely harsh, and relatively 
little cash could be raised, but an 
effort was always made. The 1981 
campaign was called the “Summer 
Attack Against the Fascist Junta”, 
and helped to boost morale, draw 
comrades away from simply keep¬ 
ing their heads down and toward 
rallying their forces and starting to 
take political initiatives. It helped 
to raise the flag. 

In last year's CPT Attack, in Au¬ 
gust and September 1988, the com¬ 
rades raised in the region of £1,000 
each, a very impressive total. 
Shortly afterwards, this perform¬ 
ance was repeated in a six week 
emergency campaign, to meet par¬ 
ticular urgeni needs. 

As we strive to achieve our 
ambitious 120. 1 (MX) target in our 
Sixth Summer Offensive this year, 
we are emulating ihc self sacrifice 
of our CPT comrades. This is fully 
in line with our political method. 

In order to carry out our task of 
reforging the CPGB as a genuine 
revolutionary 1 eninist party, we 
draw on the most advanced lessons 
available to us in the world. The 
communist method is not to dream 
up new torm> of struggle out of our 
heads hut ’o learn from history, 
from real developments. We must 
watch the class struggle and see 
what erne revs. The most advanced 
developments must be generalised. 
Marx studied the Paris Commune 
of 1871. the lirst living example of 
the dictatorship ot the proletariat, 
as it emerged, in order to discover 
its essential features and draw les¬ 
sons tor the next lime. Lenin did 
the same with the soviets of 1905. 

Communism is not a national 
affair, as some opportunists be¬ 
lieve. We must take as our starting 
point the highest achievements of 
the working class not in Britain, 
but m the world. Only in this way 
can we hope to raise ourselves to 
the level necessary in order to lead 
the revolution in our country. 

Certainly, we are striving to 
raise enough money to meet the 
immediate needs of our organisa¬ 
tion. to produce the paper, run our 
central organisation and finance 
our various campaigns. But much 
more importantly, we are training 
ourselves. Our Summer Offensive 
campaigns are vital steps on the 
way to reforging our Communist 
Party, but they are even more 
important as training grounds for 
ourselves as communists. 

As we undertake the most se¬ 
rious task of reforging our Party wc 
will stretch ourselves well beyond 
what is convenient in order to do 
what is necessary. In doing so we 
become real communists who dare 
unite theory with practice. 

In the present phase of our 
Offensive we have fought and won 
comrades to increase their pledges, 
which now stand at over £16.500. 
To bust through our £20,000 target 
it is vital that all supporters and 
readers shoulder their responsibili¬ 
ties and flood us with donations. 
Only then w ill we win! 

Ian Farrell 


We have often written about how the 
Soviet Union’s subbotniks have 
provided an inspiration for our Summer 
Offensives* Another source is to be 
found in the Communist Party of Turkey 


of Istanbul at the end of 1986 and 
early 1987. This was a strike of 
strategic significance, opening the 
way for the whole of Turkey's 
working class to return to militant 
action. 

Wc used all the strength our 
organisation could muster in rais¬ 
ing financial support from British 
workers. Turkish workers in the 
low paid sweatshops ot Last Lon¬ 
don. including illegal workers, 
were donating a week's wages, and 
that is what members and support¬ 
ers ot The Leninist did. That is the 
kind o! sell sac ri I ice which the class 
struggle demands. Communists 
must set an example, it others are 
to lollow 

Netas broke the dam loday 
there is a veritable strike wave and 
we believe all the evidence indi¬ 
cates that a revolutionary situation 
- which dominated turkey's poli¬ 
tics throughout the 1970s will 
soon return. This time it will be in 
a sharper form, simply because thv 
Turkish bourgeoisie cannot solve 
its problems, it has to turn inwaids 
on to its own workers. 

What this poses m Turkey is the 
task ol revolution and in turn the 
necessity of organising the com¬ 
munist vanguard w hich will make it 
happen I hc Communist Party ol 
Turkey is such a paily. 

The CPT was iounded in the 
same year as our C’PCiB. in 1920. 
Ill 1921 some 14 leaders of the 
party were dumped into the middle 
of the Black Sea by their enemies 
and left to drown. This was a dev¬ 
astating blow, because communist 
leaders cannot easily be replaced 
They are not born, but made 
trained, steeled in struggle over a 
long period, l eaders are our most 
valuable asset. 

Alter its fourth congress in 1952 
the Party sullcred a virtual 
liquidationJor four decades It was 
brought back to life by the pressure 
of mass struggle during the revol¬ 
utionary situation which gripped 
Turkey throughout the 1970s. The 
opportunist leadership, however, 
still refused to convene the fifth 
party congress, which was eventu¬ 
ally held m 1984 after a sustained 
struggle by Leninist forces organ¬ 
ised under the banner of Iseinin 
Si *.v/ (Worker s Voii r). 

Launched in 1974 at the time ol 
the London Wimpy Bar strike. Is 
einin Sesi was the paper of the 
Union of Turkish Progressives, led 
by the CPT (England Region). In 
1978. the centrist leadership 
baulked at the prospect of carrying 
the revolution through to victory. 
It turned against the Leninist 
forces til the Party, effectively ex¬ 
communicating them. 

In response, the Leninists 
around Iseinin Sesi staged an 
organised and disciplined rebellion 
to liberate the CPI' from the 


opportunists. They were success¬ 
ful. From the fire of revolutionary 
struggle in the 1970s and three 
years of fascism a modern Bolshe¬ 
vik party was forged. 

Part and parcel of this was 
undoubtedly the annual fund rais¬ 
ing Attack. The first Attack was 
carried out by the CPT (England 
Region) in 1977. Naturally the cen¬ 
trist leadership, with their patron¬ 
age from certain socialist states, 
were not too interested in the 
unexpected money they were sent 
from London. For the Leninists, 
though, squeezing blood from a 
stone had become possible. 

When the leadership cut off 
communications with Iseinin Sesi 
m 1978. the London-based organis 
ation found itself without patron¬ 
age but with ready and willing 
cadres. There was a desperate 
need for money and no othei 
sources than its own members, so 
the Summer Attack was institutio¬ 
nalised. 

1 he fund raising was always 
combined with efforts to raise the 
level ol political consciousness, 
and money was raised by 'political 
donations’ w\m from supporters. 
At the same time the value of sell 
sacrifice and hard work in develop¬ 
ing political consciousness and 
communist discipline was recog¬ 
nised, especially us most of the 
members were either unemployed 
or students. Some workers did 
extra shifts, like the Soviet subbot¬ 
niks and some took night jobs in 
addition to their day jobs. 

The members themselves were 
always the backbone of the 
campaign; financial independence 
is a condition for political indepen¬ 
dence The degree of success of the 
Summer Attacks became a bar¬ 
ometer of the strength and influ¬ 
ence of the Party, it also became 
an alternative 'card exchange', the 
occasion for those who have lost 
their communist conviction to pull 
out. 

On the eve of the 1980 fascist 
coup, when the split between the 
centrist leadership and Iseinin Sesi 
was still fresh. Inane Secic, a 20 
year old Iseinin Sesi member in 
Izmir, was shot dead by the oppor¬ 
tunists while making her way to a 
high school on Summer Attack 
fundraising work. She was carrying 
out open political work for Iseinin 
Sesi . and the opportunists were 
determined to put a stop to it. 
Inane Secic was the first martyr of 
the Summer Attack and has pro¬ 
vided inspiration in subsequent 
years. 

After the coup, during the harsh 
years of fascist terror, the Summer 
Attack tradition w\is strengthened. 
Most of the fundraising was done 
by comrades in exile in Europe. 
Many comrades cut down on food 
in order to reach their targets. This 


C OMRADES who took part 
in the London May Day 
march this year cannot tail 
to have noticed the large 
Turkish contingents. Indeed it 
stands to the shame of the com¬ 
munist movement in Britain that 
throughout the 1980s it has bcei 
Turkish, and not British, com 
munists who have dominated tin 
May Day marches in London. 

This is not simply because there 
are ninety thousand l urks living in 
north east London, m the bo¬ 
roughs of Haringey. Hackney and 
Islington. They are a mere drop in 
the ocean of 12 to 15 million who 
populate London and its catch¬ 
ment area. No. these impressive 
May Day contingents are a sign ol 
the militant class struggle in Tur¬ 
key itself, overflowing onto the 
streets of London. 

The workers* struggle in Turkey 
was set back by a fascist military 
coup in September 12 1980 and the 
ruthless repression during the 
three years of fascism which fol¬ 
lowed Now- it is welling up again. 

Some readers will recall our soli 
darity work for the Netas striker: 
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Apologists 


Communist Publications, Com¬ 
munist , June 1989, pp20, £1 (from: 
PO Box 3, North Shields. Tyne &l 
Wear. NE29) 

TO THE philistine our method 
seems divisive and our language 
harsh. We should stop attacking 
each other and unite against the 
Tories, they say. Yet. as history 
proves, such a view leads away 
from the struggle for revolution 
and to the class treachery of Lab¬ 
ourism. 

Genuine communists fight for 
communism, not “the next Labour 
government'*. Communist parties 
are not auxiliaries for Kinnock but 
organisations of the fighting prolet¬ 
ariat. We will not allow ourselves 
to be diverted by hypocritical calls 
for unity or pleas for under¬ 
standing because not everyone 
grasps the oppressive nature of the 
state or the fact that Britain is still 
an imperialist country. Those such 
as the Euro CPGB who have gone 
over to the enemy will be named 
and branded as traitors by us: and 
those centrists who try and make 
excuses for the Euros will receive 
the same treatment. 

The Communist Party of Great 
Britain exists in name only. The 
Euro faction that uses the name is 
an agent of the bourgeoisie, used 
as a left cover for the most reactio¬ 
nary'. most divisive, most defeatist 
ideas. Of course there is the Morn- 
inf' Stars C'PB and the New Com¬ 
munist Party. But these 
organisations are equally wedded 
to opportunism in theory'. As to 
practice, neither of them have 
done anything much beyond mak¬ 
ing pathetic calls upon the TUC to 
do that and the Labour Party to do 
the other. They are Derby and 
Joan retirement homes, not com¬ 
bat organisations of the working 
class. 

Under these conditions com¬ 
munists have no choice. We must 
devote ourselves singlemindedly to 
the task of refbrging the Party 
founded in 1920. and an integral 
part of this is taking on and defeat¬ 
ing the opportunist ideas that stand 
in the way of this task — not only in 
the form of the CPB and the NCP. 
but also those centrist factions 
which continue to operate within 
the Euro rump. One such is the 
‘we’re not a faction' faction around 
the Reading Communist Review ; 
another is the Straight Leftists 
around Communist. 

As far as it is concerned there is 
no crisis, just the forward march of 
history, albeit marred by a few 
problems, which can only be prob¬ 
lems of growth. All they need do is 
stay in the Euro CPGB for as long 
as it takes for the recruits of Marx¬ 
ism Today to sec the light. This 
recipe for frustration and extinc¬ 
tion has been forced upon the 
Straight Leftists - once the domi¬ 
nant oppositionist trend within the 
‘official communist* movement in 
Britain - by their world view. A 
world view based on unquestioning 
subservience to the leadership in 
the USSR and any party of which it 
approves. Here's the problem for 
the Straight Leftists. 

As the Euros never tire of point¬ 
ing out. what Gorbachev is saying 
today they were saying yesterday. 
This leaves the Straight Leftists the 
problem of trying to square a 
circle. The Straight Leftists' Com¬ 
munist faithfully reproduces the 
official optimism of whichever 
socialist country it is discussing, all 
the while trying to fit this in with 
their position as a loyal (but illegal 
under rules) factional opposition 
within the Euro CPGB. 

The difficulty of this is neat y 
illustrated over China. While 


Communist's editor plays down the 
k iUtfig of demonstrators in Tianan¬ 
men Square, the Euro CPGB 
breaks off fraternal (and only just 
re- established) relations with the 
Communist Party of China. 

The Straight Leftists know that 
the student demonstrators were 
demanding democratic rights and 
an end to corruption. But Com¬ 
munist tries to coax its readers into 
believing this is a western media 
lie. “The demonstrations were 
dubbed ‘pro-democracy' by the 
British press, but very few political 
slogans seemed to emerge and 
later we have: “...(whatever the 
aim of the demonstration was)...” 

The awkward fact that the stu¬ 
dents were singing the Inter¬ 
nationale is omitted. Had they 
been clearly counterrevolutionary. 
Communist could have more easily 
justified the massacre. Instead, the 
dispatching of the students is ex¬ 
cused by their lack of a clear plat¬ 
form and “ideological ignorance” 
(p2). Desperate for a cut and dried 
official line to repeat. Communist 
docs its best to comfort its readers 
with the meagre fare which is avail¬ 
able. “It seems ... martial law ... 
was gradually accepted as necess¬ 
ary”. Well, that’s a relief! “Chi¬ 
nese party statements now seem to 
suggest ...” etc. 

When Communist finally ven¬ 
tures its own opinion it delivers a 
terrible warning for the nationalist 
mass movements in the Soviet 
Union. The Tiananmen Square 
massacre was evidently legitimate ] 
because “Lncont rolled masses on 
the streets are a destabilising ele¬ 
ment whether under capitalism or 
socialism. The recent mass demon¬ 
strations by nationalists in the So¬ 
viet I nion show this too.” So we 
know what (ommumst will say 
when Gorbachev liberates' a few 
thousand unruly Soviet nationalists 
from the hardships of life! 

The same independent thinking 
is displayed by Stuart Kavanagh in 
his “Spotlight on New Thinking" 
What use i^ a spotlight to a blind 
eye? Gorbachev's absolute aban¬ 
donment of proletarian inter¬ 
nationalism and class principles 
arc. we arc told, an invention ol 
the “western media" and “ultra- 
left groups" (pp5 and 6) 

Nevertheless. Kavanagh quotes 
Gorbachev himscll straight from 
the horse's mouth, so to speak - at 
the June 19X8 CPSU conference, 
as follows: “we have sought a 
deeper understanding of the inter¬ 
relationship between working class 
interests and those of humanity as 
a whole ... This led us to the con¬ 
clusion that common human va¬ 
lues have a priority in our age, this 
being the core of the new political 
thinking .” (my emphasis, p7) 

Like a true apologist, however. 
Kavanagh convinces himself that 
the identity of human and working 
class interests justifies Gorbachev's 
ditching of the latter “Once the 
word priority (Gorbachev’s 
“core"| is discarded, the sugges¬ 
tion of a conflict between human 
and class interests disappears.” It s 
not what they say, it s what I want 
them to mean. 

Communist's inability to face up 
to the world around it is expressed 
pitifully in its refusal to recognise 
the imminent extinction of its 
‘party*. It reports the further de¬ 
cline* of the Euro CPGB's work¬ 
place branches and trade union 
advisories - the industrial organ¬ 
iser is going pari time - and writes 
of the “uncertainty about the 
course of the Communist Party's 
recovery from its crisis (pi9). 

The CPGB is not recovering. It 
has been liquidated by the Euro 
faction. This will not be reversed 
bv the crawling toadies of Straight 
Leftism with their disgusting 
apologism for the traitor Corba- 

chev Ian Farrell 


Talking 

shop 

Reading Branch CPGB, Reading 
Communist Review . No3, Spring 
1989, pp36, £1 (from: Reading 
CPGB. PO Box 160. Reading. 
RG5 4JF) 

WHERE in their stupidity the 
Straight Leftists have certainty, the 
faction around Reading Com¬ 
munist Review is completely un¬ 
sure of its ideas. It can't decide 
whether Marxism should be re¬ 
vised or ditched. Yet. in spite of its 
confusion. this ‘we re not a faction 
faction is sure on one thing ..it 
wants to have a meaningful re¬ 
lationship with the Euros. 

Not for nothing did I character¬ 
ise RCR as “political agnosticism" 
in my review in The Leninist No77. 
Its philosophy is perfectly in line 
these politics. According to Dave 
Good. cx-Healyitc WRP Central 
Committee member - whose talk 
on Engels’ Dialectics of Nature to 
the Euro CPGB Philosophy Group 
is reported (uncritically) by Alan 
Cooper dialectical materialism 
may or may not be true: “It could 
... only be said that Engels had 
established the plausibility of dia¬ 
lectical materialism, not that he 
had validated it.” 

Yes. Good is a self confessed 
philosophical agnostic, not a Marx¬ 
ist! This is borne out by his re¬ 
porting of a talk by Sean Sayers ol 
the University of Kent, who does 
not “rule out the demist* of Marx¬ 
ism as a possibility”, but prefeis 
the “more reasonable view" that 
“Marxism needs to he developed, 
not abandoned”. (Spare us. 
please!) 

Similarly. Will Gee. gushing 
with admiration lor the I tiros' abi¬ 
lity to find an audience lor their 
thoroughly bourgeois ideas, 
praises Robin Murray, a lormer 
GLC bureaucrat and writer in 
Marxism Today , lor his flexible re¬ 
visionism (if revisionism is any¬ 
thing it is flexible) Apparently his 
post-Fordist views “are at the stage 
of tentative exploration of a sub¬ 
ject and not a complete theory”. 
For comrade Gee. discussions anti 
uncertainties arc tasty, definite 
conclusions are unpalatable. 

Jim Cook reports a Reading 
Euro CPGB branch discussion on 
Ix'nin's Imperialism and What is it* 
hr done? which led to the conclu¬ 
sion that “we are living in a time 
and place which has changed since 
Lenin wrote these works. For ins¬ 
tance there Is now a net transfer of 
capital to the imperialist coun¬ 
tries.” 

We don't for an instant deny that 
ihe world has changed since Len¬ 
in's day. Change is, alter all, the 
only constant. But what RCR is 
after is an escape clause which al¬ 
lows accommodation with the 
Euros, w ho eonsidcr imperialism a 
thing of the past. Not surprisingly 
the branch's meeting ended in a 
typical Euro style masturbatory 
discussion on “our ability to listen 
to each other" 

“What caused the fragmentation 
of the left in Britain ...? Is Marx¬ 
ism a science and do communists 
... have a role ...?” Jim Cook 
(pi3) is plagued by such petty 
bourgeois questions and doubts. 
However, Cook goes no further 
than asking the questions. Answ¬ 
ers arc not to be found in RCR , 
only in the columns ol /he Lenin¬ 
ist. 

Whereas The Leninist has set 
itself the practical task of reforging 
the CPGB and sharpening its rev¬ 
olutionary theory in order to carry 
out that practice, the Reading fac¬ 
tion have set themselves up as a 
talking shop within the Euro 


CPGB 

What practical tasks have they I 

set themselves? RCR “aims to I 
promote an on-going discussion ft 
of Marxist philosophy, economics ] 
and sociology” and to “assist in I 
developing the theoretical work of j 
the party”. Significantly, politics is 
omitted. What we are left with is 
theory without practice. Of course, 
as every Marxist knows, theory I 
and practice arc inseparable. I 
Either revolutionary practice is I 
moulded by revolutionary theory, I 
or opportunist theory' is fashioned I 
as an apology for the status quo I 
and an excuse for inactivity. 

Just as Dave Good (p 11) com- I 
plains that the Euros have adopted I 
their “new* orthodoxy” of post- I 
Fordism without settling accounts I 
with the “strikingly different" I 
views discussed previously in the 
Euro CPGB. so RCR has silently 
dropped the term Marxism-Leni¬ 
nism'. (which is still, after all. in 
ihe CPGB rules) in favour ol 
‘Marxism*, without a word ot 
‘justification* or ‘substantiation’ 

R( R makes the hollow claim 
that U is based on the “rejection of 
factions” (p3). failing to recognise 
that what calls itself the ( PGB is 
run bv the I-tiro liquid.ihonist fac¬ 
tion which has long since turned 
the parly into it' own private prop 
ertv. squandering haul won re 
sources on its factional interests 
and imposing bureaucratic centra¬ 
lism to stifle the expression of ideas 
noi to its liking. What remains is 
neither communist nor a party, but 
a rich! moving Fabian seel 

Ignoring this obvious tact, pre¬ 
tending that they are still in a ( om- 
muniNl Parts, and thcrclorc 
scorning all factions except the 
I tints ensures that the Reading 
group can themselves Ik nothing 
other than an cxciw lor the I aims, 
a safe ‘left* cover Sale bocau>c 
lhe\ insist that: “l nlike others in 
and around the ( PGB wt do not 
intend to launch a platform 

This is a thoroughly dishonest. 

I rotskvilc. conciliationisi position, 
claiming no (action, no platfoiin 
and therein concealing the fact 
that they are dr facto standing 
against The Leninist. jusi as 
Trotsky supported the 
liquidationisls against Ihe Bolshe¬ 
viks m 1912 bv lorming the non- 
i.ictional’ XiiguM Bloc of anti- 
Bolshcvik groups and trends, pre¬ 
tending to be above tactions 

Comrades, you have a platform. 
You are following the Turn I action 
to the right You have, quite 
rightly, dropped the claim to be 
‘Leninist' (but without expla¬ 
nation) which is mote than Mikhail 
Gorbachev lias done! Now you 
should come clean and drop the 
title Marxist and communist' 
Marxist- Leninists will join us in 
lighting to re forge the Communist 
Party <>f Great Britain 

Ian Farrell 
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Defend the rights of Bulgaria’s 
Turks and Turkey’s Kurds 


T URKEY HAS in recent 
months seen considerable 
‘population movements’. 
Over 130.000 members ol 
the Turkish minority in Bulgaria 
have crossed the border into Tur¬ 
key while several thousand Kurds 
have fled from Turkey to Britain. 
For The Leninist these population 
movements' highlight the hypoc¬ 
risy of the western press and the 
rank opportunism of ‘official com¬ 
munism' in Britain and provide 
ample evidence of deep political 
problems in both Bulgaria and 
Turkey. 

The western media has gleeful!} 
reported the mass exodus of ethnic 
Bulgarian lurks into Turkey. Foi 
the bourgeois pundits the sight ol 
tens of thousands of people fleeing 
from'the ‘yoke of communism* fits 
neatly into a world view that sees 
the socialist countries as repressive 
living hells and the capitalist ones 
as havens of freedom. 

While rejecting the philosophy 
of the bourgeois media. Leninists 
do not fear the truth. Tor us politi¬ 
cal honesty lies at the heart ol our 
polities. Uncovering truth is cen¬ 
tral to the scientific method of 
Marxism-Leninism. Frankly this 
approach is totally alien to what is 
left of official communism’ in Bri¬ 
tain. 

When it comes to these types 
one finds a diametrically opposed 
approach Instead ol searching for 
the truth they lake the pronounce¬ 
ments of. leaders in the socialist 
countries as articles of laith. 

Take the New Communist 
Party. In its New Worker of the 
June 9 1989 it innocently* reported 
that: “Turkish propaganda 

campaign targets Bulgaria's mus- 
lims". In spite of itself the N(T 
implicitly sees the masses in the 
socialist countries as ripe for sub¬ 
version. Apparently all the rather 
lumbering and unsophisticated 
Turkish state media has to do is 
broadcast a lew radio programmes 
and those who have lived under 
socialism for two generations will 
act like pre-programmed capitalist 
zombies. 

Such nonsense is the result of 
tailism The NCP is a past master 
at this In Britain it tails the Lab¬ 
our Party, even supporting Km- 
nock's purge ol Militant. 
Internationally it tails whatever the 
socialist countries do. Banning So- 
lidarnosc. legalising it. praising 
Brezhnev, praising Gorbachev, it 
docs not matter to the NCP So 
when it comes to Bulgaria we know 
what to expect. Accompanied by a 
large soft focus picture of lodor 
Zhivkov, the Bulgarian President, 
it practices what it knows best 
diplomatic internationalism. 

Along with sizable quotes from 
Todor Zhivkov it automatically 
and without explanation uses the 
newly defined ‘official* description 
of the ethnic Bulgarian l urks as 
Bulgarian muslims' who were 
apparently forcibly converted to 
Islam in the 14th and 15th centu¬ 
ries. In repeating such untruths the 
New Worker unashamedly exposes 
its willingness to defend rank chau¬ 
vinism; all for the sake of its aim to 
survive through political prostitu¬ 
tion . 

Such an attempt can only pro¬ 


duce intellectual stupidity. Not 
surprisingly therefore no attempt is 
made to counter arguments (in¬ 
cluding Bulgarian publications up 
to the early 1980s) that Bulgaria’s 
muslims are in fact ethnic Bulga¬ 
rian lurks. Transparently the 
£I50pw- hacks who staff the New 
Worker are only the collaters of 
articles released by the press agen¬ 
cies and international departments 
of the ruling Communist Parties in 
the socialist countries. 

But even these types know damn 
well that the description Bulgarian 
muslims' is a total fabrication, a 
subjective whim of the Bulgarian 
leadership bent on proving Brecht 
wrong: the government can change 
the people. Hie aim is to produce a 
homogeneous population through 
the crudest of bureaucratic 
methods. 

They failed. The facts speak for 
themselves in the form of the Bul¬ 
garian citizens who are presently 
streaming across the border into 
Turkey at the rale ol 2. INK) a day. 
These people are the human prod¬ 
uct of bureaucratic chauvinism 
which, since 19X4. decided that the 
language of Bulgarian lurks was 
effectively banned, their mosques 
had to be closed and Turkish sur¬ 
names and forenames dropped 
along with other aspects ol their 
cultural identity in a crude drive to 
Bulgarianise' them. 

Anyone like myself — who has 
spent any time in Bulgaria will 
know that Bulgarian workers refer 
to ’Zhivkov's muslims' as "l urks. 
Anyone who travelled across Bul¬ 
garia and has any understanding ol 
Bulgarian and Turkish know that 
‘Zhivkov's muslims’ speak Turkish 
as their mother tongue. 

1 .ct the ‘official communists’ 
deny it and. having done so. let 
them tell us who it was who said in 
I9(>4 that: “The children of the 
'Turkish population must learn 
their mother tongue and perfect 
it." Who was it who said that: “It Is 
necessary that the leaching of the 
Turkish language he improved in 
schools." And who was it who 
stated that: “Now and in the future 
the Turkish population will speak 
their mother tongue; they will 
write their contemporary literary 
work; they will sing their wonder¬ 
ful songs." No need to send your 
answers in on the back ol a post¬ 
card; the source was of course 
Todor Zhivkov! 

For the opportunists of the NCT 
political prostitution may ensure, 
at least in the short term, that the 
New Worker comes out on time 
every week. But what is far more 
certain is that the dishonesty of its 
polities will ensure that the content 
of the papOsPrelales less and less 
to the real world, like the turgid 
dogma of the smallest Trotskyoid 
sects. 

As is well known the NCP are 
not the only political prostitutes to 
emanate from ‘official com¬ 
munism* in Britain. The Morning 
Star has also gone for this option. 
It has been at pains to limit the 
coverage of the exodus of Bulga¬ 
rian l urks to small one paragraph 
snippets. Given the propaganda 
barrage coming from the Ozal 
government in Turkey and the 
western media in general this is 


woefully inadequate. 

We are not demanding that the 
Morning Star prints lengthy ex¬ 
cerpts from Bulgarian press hand¬ 
outs, rather than small ones. When 
the leadership of a socialist country 
engages in what can only be 
described as a chauvinist pro¬ 
gramme, firstly of attempted 
forced assimilation and then, fail 
ing that, national ‘purification’ 
through the removal of I urks from 
Bulgarian soil, it should provoke 
the most searching examination of 
the polities and policies by all those 
who call themselves communists 
The unwillingness or inability ol 
the ‘official communists’ to do this 
is eloquent testimony to their 
bankruptcy. 

How do Leninists view develop¬ 
ments in Bulgaria ; 

The heightened tensions inside 
Bulgaria between the stale and the 
ethnic Bulgarian lurks is vcl 
another manifestation ol the dee¬ 
pening crisis of bureaucratic 
socialism I he increasingly v%»cal 
demands of ethnic Bulgarian I urk- 
for basic democratic rights pro¬ 
duced panic in the upper echelons 
of the party Where Gorbachev 
lias come up with ihc sop ol glas 
nost. the leaders in Bulgaria Icar 
that any such move in their country 
might precipitate a political ‘melt¬ 
down’ 

For the bureaucracy the struggle 
of the ethnic Bulgarian lurks to 
win their demands for greater 
rights actually provides the icst of 
the Bulgarian working class with 
an unwanted example. Tearing 
that unrest could spread it decided 
to crush Turkish protests re¬ 
gardless of the cost in human lives 
(60 died). As this provoked stub¬ 
born resistance and a turn to the 
bigotry of Islam, the Bulgarian 
leadership has resorted to the 
crudest forms of national chauvi¬ 
nism in order to remove the prob¬ 
lem. Tor Leninists, the behaviour 
of the ‘official communists' in Bul¬ 
garia is to lx* deplored. It has noth 
ing to do with genuine 
communism. 

In the last two years of his life 
Lenin waged a bitter fight against 
Great Russian chauvinism During 
the discussions in the early I92(K 
over the formation of the Soviet 
Union and its constitution, Lenin 
l>olemicised sharply against Stalin 

- a Georgian - and his idea of a 
Greater Russian state. Lenin 
argued for. and won. a federal 
union of equal Georgian. Ukrai¬ 
nian, Russian. Uzbek etc repub¬ 
lics. Their unity. Lenin insisted, 
had to be voluntary and could only 
be secured by constitutionally insti¬ 
tutionalising the national rights of 
all the peoples of the Soviet Union 
in separate national republics and 
autonomous republics and regions 

- including the “right to freely 
secede" (article 72 of Soviet Con¬ 
stitution). 

It is obvious that the Bulgarian 
leadership no longer even pays lip 
service to the Leninist nationalities 
policy. They openly advocate 
chauvinism. They have, through 
their policies, encouraged the 

Turkish minority into the open 
arms of Islam and the Turkish 
state. In doing so the strength and 
standing of socialism m Bulgaria is 


undermined. No communist wor¬ 
thy of the name can defend this. 

Having dealt with the Bulgarian 
leadership, how should Leninists 
assess the Turkish regime's po¬ 
sition? 

It has made great play on its 
stated willingness to accept the 
possible 250,INN) refugees that Bul¬ 
garian sources suggest could flee if 
the exodus is left ‘unchecked’ It is 
important that the foreign policy 
intentions of the Turkish regime 
are seen as a direct extension of 
domestic policy. The Turkish re¬ 
gime is faced with very serious 
domestic problems of its own, with 
the rising tide of working class 
struggle unleashed by the victory 
of the Nctas strike early in 19X7. 

I he T urkish regime has been re¬ 
coiling from the after effects of this 
year's May Day march in the capi¬ 
tal Istanbul which brought lens of 
thousands ol workers on to die 
streets to defy the stale ban. Ihc 
Turkish bourgeoisie is once agair 
haunted by the pectrc of die 
working class of ’Turkey 

It is in this light that Leninists 
view the ’eagerness of the 1 urkish 
regime to accommodate the tens of 
thousands of ethnic Bulgur* in 
I urk Tor dome Oc consumption 
O/.il's pholocalb *n the border of 
Bulgaria welcoming the refugees o 
the motherland' pros ides a he.o *. n 
sent opportunity to deflect from 
domes!! * problems by pointing lo a 
common enemy’, the Bulgarians 

Over the past month huge chau 
vinist demonstrations have been 
staged m the streets of Istanbul 
calling lor revenge against the Bul- 
gaiians. Fuelled by stories in the 
Turkish and western press of chil¬ 
dren being vaccinated with infec¬ 
tious diseases before being granted 
permission to leave Bulgaria, the 
( V/ai regime has been able to paint 
iisclt the champion of freedom and 
liberty. 

On another level the mass exo¬ 
dus provides the Turkish regime 
with ammunition it) tackle other 
domestic problems. The T urkish 
regime is attempting to use the eth 
nic Bulgarian l urks as pawns The 
victims ol the Bulgarianisation pro 
grammes are being used in the Tur- 
kishisalion programme directed 
against the Kurdish people in Tur¬ 
key and in the occupied territories 
of Northern Cyprus. Through re¬ 
settlement programmes the Turk¬ 
ish regime hopes to alter the 
balance of ethnic forces in these 
territories. Revealingly, the left of 
centre Turkish magazine Towards 
2000 was banned when it compared 
the treatment of lurks in Bulgaria 
to that of the Kurds by Turkey. We 
can have no sympathy with the 
Turkish regime. 

Returning to Bulgaria: it is be¬ 
coming blatantly obvious that the 
Bulgarianisation programme has 
backfired on those who launched 
it. According to our reports, be¬ 
cause of the labour shortage 
caused by the departure of thou¬ 
sands of I urks. teachers and office 
workers are being organised into 
brigades to ensure that this year's 
harvest is gathered in. In other sec¬ 
tors of the economy wc are told 
that student brigades are being 
directed into villages where fac¬ 
tories are nearly at a standstill after 


whole workforces downed tools 
and collected up their belongings 
to head for Turkey. In the short 
term the factories may be kept 
open, but what happens in Sep¬ 
tember when the students return to 
college and many more tens of 
thousands of ethnic Bulgarian 
Turks head for Turkey? 

Bulgaria already faces serious 
labour shortages in certain sectors 
and Bulgarian productive capacity 
is expected to be badly hit bv the 
mass exodus. Given the present 
shortages of basic necessities in 
shops and the queues which are 
very much part of everyday life in 
Bulgaria, greater mass pressure 
will be placed on the authorities if 
the economy continues to deterio¬ 
rate. 

The situation in Turkey is simi¬ 
lar. if for very different reasons. 
While not attempting to be an ad- j 
vice bureau to the T urkish bour¬ 
geoisie it is important to also assess 
the likelv impact of the Bulgarian 
I ui ks. -V ever il astute bourgeois 
journ ilisis have noted, although 
Turkes is publicly committed to 
taking the l 5 million ethnic Bulga¬ 
rian 1 uiks tinm Bulgaria, there are | 
private hope.- within tire regime [ 
that the exodus will stop. 

With mu s unemployment and ! 
tmderen.ps yment the regime will 
Iv hard pushed to accommodate 
the large numbers of refugees 
expected X< although the Turkish 
bourgeoisie L in hope to make a lot 
of political capital out of the exo¬ 
dus in the short term, the longer 
lerni outlook for it is bleak 

The ‘Bulgarian factor' will have 
an effect on the class struggle in 
Turkey, as the bourgeoisie is tem¬ 
porarily able to railroad backward 
sections of the working class in 
Turkey into identifying with the 
regime against the Bulgarian state. 
Yet the fact that the government 
has done everything to mobilise 
the masses on to the streets — al 
ben on the basis ol reactionary slo¬ 
gans in fact testifies to the 
instability of Turkey. Capitalist 
governments prefer to keep the 
masses passive. 

Because of the deepening con¬ 
tradictions of Turkish monopoly 
capital and the impasse that it faces j 
in expanding its world horizons, its 
inability to become imperialist, at- | 
tention will be brought back to 
domestic problems sooner rather 
than later. The Turkish bourgeoi¬ 
sie will pay a high price for having 
brought into the political arena 
passive and backward layers of the 
masses. 

For Leninists it is important to 
make a stand with the ethnic Bul¬ 
garian Turks against the chauvi¬ 
nism of the Bulgarian state and 
Communist Party. As Lenin 
argued persistently in the last two 
years of his life, chauvinism under 
socialism must be fought and the 
cultural and democratic rights of 
national minorities must be 
secured. This is vital if the struggle 
for communism is to advance. 

In taking this stand we line up 
with the revolutionary forces of 
Turkey, including the Kurdish 
people whom the Turkish regime 
denies the right to self- determia- 
non. 

Charles Anderson 































Smash Slave Labour! 









•UWC march on the TUC. Send off to marchers, Friday September 
1. Albert Square, in front of Manchester Town Hall, 12 noon. 

•Send off concert for London lobbyers: Sunday, September 3. Red 
Rose Club, 129 Seven Sisters Road, London N7. With music, 
comedy, poetry and theatre. Nearest tube - Finsbury Park. 



•Lobby the TUC/Welcome UWC marchers. Monday, September 4. 
Winter Gardens, Blackpool. From 8am to 11.30am. 

•UWC Fringe meeting. Monday, September 4. Claremont Hotel, 
270 North Promenade, Blackpool. 12 noon. 
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September 4: Lobby the TUC! 


The Unemployed Workers Charter is organising a 
mass lobby of the TUC on September 4. We will be 
demanding something we should not have to demand: 
that the TUC ends its disgraceful collaboration with the 
Tories cheap labour con job, Employment Training. 

Every report that the UWC receives from around the 
country confirms what we have said about this so-called 
‘training’ scheme. It is a slap dash, cynical slave labour 
scheme. 

It ruthlessly exploits the labour of the ‘trainees’. It 
gives them hopeless standards ol 'training'. The scheme 
is used to undercut the wages and conditions of em¬ 
ployed workers. The thing is a flop - currently in 
London there are more people actually leaving the 
scheme than joining it. 

Given all of this, why on earth is the TUC backing 
ET? Because the official leadership of the workers’ 
movement have adopted policies which arc not that 
much different from Thatcher in their search for electo¬ 
ral ‘respectability’ and success. 

The TUC, along with the leadership of the Labour 
Party, tell us that to campaign against ET is to ‘turn 
your back on the unemployed'. 

Instead of lighting for what we as unemployed 
workers need to lead decent lives — work or full main¬ 
tenance. high quality training at trade union rates - the 
likes of Willis tell us that we must be satisfied with u hat 
the bosses' system can afford to push our way 

What good is this to workers? Wc need jobs. We 
need decent training facilities. We need benefits which 
j allow us to lead full lives. And if our so-called leaders 
are unable or unwilling to light for this, then we’ll 
organise ourselves. 

This year the UWC will again be lobbying the TU( 
(see Battle Plan for details). We organise this protest 
not in order to pass the buck as others do. We have no 
illusions in the militancy of Willis. Todd. Ellis and the 
rest. They arc traitors to the working class, useless to 
workers in struggle. 

We lobby the TUC because ol what it represents. 
The* achievement of a united centre for the workers' 
movement in Britain was a major step forward for our 
class. 

Can you imagine how powerful our movement would 
be. the totally transformed position of the unemployed, 
il the 1 UC were run by class war generals? 

Hy people at least as determined and single minded as 
Ihatchcr? 

We will lobby the TUC demanding they take up the 
fight against ET or if they arc incapable of that fight 
then make way for those who are able. 

And the UWC does not just leave it there. We don't 
just leave the demand hanging in mid-air 

We organise to fight ET in the here and now. 

We picket, lobby, march, organise ETers on 
schemes, fight Restart/availablity for work and other 
harassment of the unemployed, organise claimants on 
the dole queues, support workers in dispute - every 
day the UWC is fighting to build the mass fighting 
unemployed movement that our class needs. 

We need you to join that fight. If you are not a 
supporter of the UWC, join us! If there isn't a branch in 
your area, then contact us and we’ll help you to set one 
up! Get active - there’s lots to be done! 


ET: THE FIGHTBACK BUILDS UP 
BATTLE PLAN FDR MARCH BN TUC 


• UWC march on the TUC. Send 
ofT to marchers, Thursday August 
31. Albert Square, in front off 
Manchester Town Hail, 6.30pm. 

The Manchester branch of the 
UWC arc taking on the bulk of 
organisation for this. The branch 
includes. Jack Cummings, a vet* 
cran from the National Unem¬ 
ployed Workers Movement of the 
!920s/30. The NUWM organised 
many such marches This is our 
first, but it most certainly won t be 
our last’ 

•This year we are going to com¬ 
bine the arrival of our March on 
the TUC with the biggest UWC 
lobby of the TUC so far. We wanl 
to get hundreds and hundreds of 
unemployed and employed 
workers, 'trainees' and UWC' sup¬ 
porters laying siege to the Winter 
Gardens in Blackpool. Give the 
smug bureaucrats of the TUC the 



message ‘Either fight for our 
rights, or get out of the wav for 
those who will!’ 

•Send off concert for London 
lobbyers: Sunday, September 3. 
Red Rose Club. 129 Seven Sisters 


Road, London N7. With music, 
comedy, poetry and theatre. Near¬ 
est tube - Finsbury Park. Coaches 
will leave from this concert at 12 
midnight and travel over night to 
Blackpool. 

• Lobby the TUCTWelcome UWC 
marchers. Monday, September 4. 
Winter Gardens, Blackpool. 
From Ham to I1.30am. The 

lobbyers from London will arrive 
in time to welcome the UWC 
marchers. Together they will then 
make sure the delegates to the 
TUC get the message! 

• I W C Fringe meeting. Monday, 
September 4. Claremont Hotel, 
270 North Promenade, Black¬ 
pool. 12 noon. We will finish the 
day off with a meeting to review 
the fightback against cheap labour 
- what w f e have achieved and what 
needs to be done. 


JUNE 15 



A STEP FORWARD 
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A round iso people 

marched through the 
streets of London on June 
15 against Employment 
Training. In different parts of the 
country on the same day. hundreds 
of activists took part in marches, 
strikes, occupations and pickets. 
June 15 was a real step forward in 
the fight to build a national unem¬ 
ployed workers movement and a 
fighting unity between the em¬ 
ployed and the unemployed. 

The UWC took the lead in Lon¬ 
don in fighting to make June 15 a 
genuine day of action. In contrast 
to the tame protests' organised b\ 
the likes of the TUC. to join us on 


June 15. workers had to go on 
strike. This made the fight to build 
June 15 as a manifestation of the 
unity between the fights of the 
unemployed and employed hard. 
But hard or not. it was a correct 
approach and one which will pay 
enormous dividends in the future. 

The UWC went to union 
branches, student branches (see re¬ 
ports) and campaigning oiganisa- 
tions like the City Anti-Apartheid 
(■roup. We won support for the 
action from many sources. Wc 
covered doles queues, homeless 
centres and held public meetings to 
build for June 15. 

Leading UWC activists spoke at 


literally dozens of union and other 
meetings winning support Alto¬ 
gether. wc distributed nearly 
40.UK) individual pieces of liter¬ 
ature lor the strike and march. The 
message of the UWC 'touched" 
literally thousands of workers, 
unemployed and employed. The 
I’WC has never worked to vich a 
level and we have come out of the 
end of the campaign with a greater 
number of high quality contacts 
than ever before. 

•There were undoubtedly 
weaknesses with the campaign, 
however Numbers on the day 
were lower than we would want. 
This iefleets the fact that although 
we arc winning a lot of sympathy, 
wc need to translate that feeling 
mto active commitment. 

•In terms of the literature we 
were able to put out. there was a 
gap. Wc certainly needed another 
issue of Unemployed Organiser out 
but were derailed by lack of fi¬ 
nances which we could not get 
around. 

Despite this, June 15 was a vital 
staging post in our campaign. All 
around the country, hundreds of 
marchers and picketcrs. and be¬ 
hind them thousands of workers, 
were starting to make a stand on 
this vital question. That is a major 
achievement in itself. And it is 
only the beginning. 

Last year, the LJWC organised the 
largest lobby of the TUC since the 
end of the miners' Great Strike. 

I his year, we are aiming even 
higher. Make sure you are there! 














MANCHESTER 


Manchester UWC has started to 
make its mark. A tribute to the 
work of our comrades came re¬ 
cently from an unexpected source. 
The Manchester City Area Em¬ 
ployment Service wrote to them 
suggesting cooperation in setting 
up an “Employment Service Users 
Group’* and also in the prep¬ 
arations for a new Job Centre in 
the Chcctham Hill area of Man¬ 
chester. 

Jack Cummings of Manchester 
UWC commented that “it was 

obvious at the meeting that the 
department are terrified at the 


prospect of the unemployed be¬ 
coming organised. Hence the at¬ 
tempt to draw our teeth by this 
offer of cooperation/’ 

Manchester UWC have made it 
plain that any form of cooperation 
will depend on the following condi¬ 
tions being adhered to: 

• No vacancies to be advertised in 
the Job Centre below an agreed 
minimum wage (£160 a week). 

• No jobs to be advertised unless 
they carry with them trade union 
rates of pay and conditions. 

• No vacancies to be advertised at 
a place of work where the workers 
are in dispute. 

• No compulsion or undue pres¬ 
sure to accept training schemes. 
•The right of all users of the em¬ 
ployment service* to be rep¬ 
resented by a UWC member when 
attending Restart interviews, etc. 
•The UWC to be consulted by the 
Department of Employment on all 
initiatives that affect the unem¬ 
ployed or “trainees”. 

UWC MARCH ON THE TUC, 
MANCHESTER TO BLACK¬ 
POOL. SEE THE MARCHERS 
OFF -THURSDAY AUGUST 31. 
ALBERT SQUARE, IN FRONT 
OF MANCHESTER TOWN 
HALL, 6.30PM. 


CPSA 


In the course of building for the 
strike action and march on June 
15. the UWC in London has 
worked in close contact with 
activists in the union for lower paid 
civil servants - the CPSA. This is 
an enormously important develop¬ 
ment. Often the only way clai¬ 
mants and workers in the UBOs 
and DSS offices encounter each 
other is through a glass screen, in a 
situation which is bound to lead to 
antagonism. This type of division is 
fostered and encouraged by the 
bosses. When civil servants go on 
strike to defend pay and condi¬ 
tions, the media of the ruling class 
makes great play of the ‘suffering' 
of the unemployed, in order to stir 
up divisions and antagonism to the 
strikers. The UWC fought for sup¬ 
port from civil servants for the 
June 15 action. Wc argued that this 
was vital as ET and all cheap lab¬ 
our schemes were fundamental at¬ 
tacks on the rights and living 
standards of all workers, not just 
the unemployed. The following 
London CPSA branches pledged 


support for the action on June 15, 
support we regard as invaluable 
and for which we would like to 
thank them: 

•London West DE 
•Inner London West DE 
•Inner London East DE 
•South East London DE 
•Westminster DoE 
• London South DE 
On Monday June 26, some 41 
offices in London were involved in 
action of various kinds - including 
walkouts and strikes - against 
management attempts to introduce 
ET into the service. The UWC 
pledges its support for the action of 
Civil Servants and will aid the 
fightback in any way possible 


DOCKERS 


The government has announced 
plans to abolish the Dock Labour 
Scheme - the systhat embodies 
the dockers' right to work, won as 
a result of decades of hard class 
battles. The UWC' has already 
organised a very successful soli¬ 
darity meeting with the dockers, 
addressed by stewards from Til¬ 
bury. Also, the Workers Theatre 
Movement have not only per¬ 
formed a sketch on the diK*k s 
struggle in the meeting, which 
went down brilliantly, but also 
travelled with dockers and UWC- 
ers down to the TGWl) conference 
in Brighton on June 2b. There we 
joined the dockers' lobby of the 
conference and the WIM per¬ 
formed the sketch again . to rap¬ 
turous applause and requests for 
them to travel to perform for dock¬ 
ers in Liverpixil and other places. 

I "he UWC* pledges its continued 
support to the dockers in their fight 
to defend their right to work the 
fight that unites all workers. 


LOANS 


The UWC' has fought t<» build the 
links between the unemployed and 
students. The lories arc planning 
to replace the current grant system 
with loans — students would have 
to ‘borrow-’ the money to see them 
through college and then pay it 
back at the end of their courses. 
This would obviously have the ef¬ 
fect of forcing working class youth 
out of higher education. Along 
with con jobs like ET, these at¬ 
tacks clearly illustrate what Tory 
policies are about; as our leaflet to 
students stated “these cheap lab¬ 
our schemes arc intimately linked to 
the Tories' proposed attacks on work¬ 
ing class students. The ruling class 
are out to create a passive, under 
educated working class, non- 
unionised and prepared to work 
for slave labour rates!” We have 
received support and interest from 
students and student unions from 
the following colleges: South 
Thames College, London College 
of Fashion, ULU, Middlesex Poly, 
London College of Printing and 
Digby Stuart College. A number 
of students attended the June 15 
march, including the Vice presi¬ 


dent of the University of London, 
despite the bad timing as far as 
exams were concerned. We plan to 
build on these important links for 
the future. 


AND ON AND ON 


Tlie saga of the UWCs petition to 
the TUC demanding it withdraws 
its cooperation from ET goes on 
and on. Readers will remember 
that, originally, wc tried to present 
the petition, then 10,000 signatures 
strong, at the UWCs lobby of the 
TUC conference in Bournemouth 
last year - the largest lobby since 
the end of the miners’ strike The 
TUC refused to even accept the 
petition from our rep on that 
occasion. referring him instead to 
the end of huge Enquiries’ queue! 

We refused to take this insult 
lying down. Our Honorary Presi¬ 
dent. the late Jack Dash, wrote a 
letter of complaint to Norman Wil¬ 
lis. The reply explained that as the 
UWC - the campaigning voice of 
the unemployed -had "no standing 
in relation t(> congress business ’* (!) 
it was therefore correct to ignore 
us Our new national petition — 
supporting the demands of our 
Charter - is now creeping towards 
our 20,000 target. We wrote to the 
TUC' asking for a representative to 
accept the petition from the June 
15 demonstration and a day be¬ 
fore the demo, they wrote a terse 
note back telling us it would not be 
“possible”. We need to build the 
UWC to ensure that the leaders’ 
of the workers' movement cannot 
ignore the unemployed and hoping 
we go quietly away! 


S BILL 


The Social Security Bill will impose 
on the unemployed new obli¬ 
gations to “actively seek work" 
and to prove it While claimants 
are under the lash the Bill does 
not impose any obligations on the 
bosses to employ more unem¬ 
ployed people or even acknowl¬ 
edge job applications Thus, even 
gathering the evidence that you 
have been busily applying lor jobs 
all week may be hard enough This 
active’ clause is yet another attack 
on the right of the unemployed to 
claim benefit and another step to¬ 
wards compulsory work lor dole 
I he government plans to harass 
hundreds of thousands more clai¬ 
mants oil the dole into useless 
‘training schemes’ or low paid, 
insecure work. The UWC will light 
these attacks through mass protests 
and actions, |ust as the National 
Unemployed Woikers Movement 
fought the similar “genuinely seek 
mg work" clause in the 1930s 


MIGRANT. 

LABOUR 


The Tories have stepped up their 
attacks on migrant workers in tins 
country. In a series of swoops ear¬ 
lier this year, police and Home- 
Office officials netted hundreds of 
‘illegal’ Turkish workers in East 
London sweatshops. The UWC' 
says that the product of workers 
labour is not illegal, so no worker is 
'illegal! We demand full citizen 
rights for workers, including the 
right to vote and settle perma¬ 
nently in Britain if that is their 
wish. ET and other cheap labour 
schemes threaten migrant workers 
particularly, given their already 
precarious position in the labour 
market and their status as casua¬ 
lised cheap labour. Rightly, there¬ 



fore, the Union of Turkish 
Workers and the East London 
Textiles branch of the T&G - 
overwhelmingly composed of 
workers from Turkey - both 
pledged their support for June 15 
and turned out banners and march¬ 
ers! 



From May 22. all recruits to ET 
will only get the flat rate £10 a 
week ‘top up* on their dole. The 
additions of £11.25 (married clai¬ 
mant without children) and £11.95 
(single person aged under 25) are 
to be abolished. The Tories are 
making cuts in the already pathetic 
levels of ‘training allowance’ under 
H - how' long before they drop 
the pretence altogether and move 
towards compulsory work for 
dole? 


ROZEN 


The training allowance lor voung 
trainees' has been frozen for the 
second successive year. These 
young workers get the pittance <>| 
£29.50 (tirst year), then £35 a week 
(second year). Remember how, 
when the training allowance for 
young trainees' was introduced 
with YOP in 197S. the weekly allo¬ 
wance of £19.50 was rightly con¬ 
demned as “cheap labour"? Well, 
in relative terms, the current allo¬ 
wance is almost half its 1978 value! 
We mustn't let them get away with 
it! 



[TT 


OULD-BE ET 


l W( sympathisers in West Ton 
don ( TSA have told us an amusing 
tale Two T lers were scheduled to 
be introduced into Finchley UBO 
and Job ( entre in lime One ol 
these supposed ti.unecs' was actu¬ 
ally a middle aged woman with ex- 
tcnsivc experience in the Canadian 
civil service not exactly someone 
who would need that much ‘train¬ 
ing’ m the work of most lowei 
grade civil servants. Anyway. 
C TSA activists managed to speak 
to the two before they took up 
their places. The would-be Tiers 
were under the impression that 
they would have guarentecd jobs 
at the end ol their training'. When 
informed that this was not true, 
they both blew out of FT ... even 
before their courses had started! 
Another triumph for the govern¬ 
ment's new ‘training’ scheme. 


STRIKERS 


The rally at the end of the June 15 
march against ET in London was 
addressed by Becky Sawbridgc and 
Jack Williamson, representatives 
of the heroic P&O strikers. l*hc 
rank and file seafarers are now 
fighting a rearguard action against 


the sellout of their dispute by their 
union (mis)lcadership.Thc 
national action was called off just 
as solidarity was beginning to bite. 
This left the 2,000 P&O workers in 
Dover isolated. 

The workers fought on. despite 
the fact that the leaders of their 
own union obviously regarded the 
strike as an embarrassment to be 
quietly forgotten about. The UWC 
pays tribute to the tenacious fight 
of the P&O strikers and we were 
honoured by their presence on the 
June 15 march in London. Clearly, 
the fights of the unemployed and 
workers in dispute are intimately j 
linked. 

• Because the P&O strikers have . 
been betrayed by the yellow ; 
leadership of the workers' move¬ 
ment m much the same way as the 
unemployed. Both have been ig¬ 
nored and left to face the attacks of 
the bosses alone. 

• Because the P&O management 
used inexperienced scab labour to 
help defeat the strikers. Much of 
that scab latx>ur had been recruited 
from the local dole queues. Unless 
they are organised by a militant 
organisation like the scab proof 
UWC. the unemployed will he 
used precisely in this wav In fact, 
there are rumours that I lers are 
now to be introduced onto Jeffrey 
Sterling's Sealink. the company 
that sequestrated the union's funds 

and which the M S lops like i 
McCluskie promoted as an alter- : 
native’ to P&O! 

We need unity between the cm- j 
ployed and unemployed to defeat j 
the bosses attacks I hat is one of I 
the basic lessons from the light of ! 
the P&( > strikers 


OMELESS 


The Housing Benefit cuts imposed 
b\ the Tories have lorccd more 
and more people particularb 
young fKople onto the streets 
I imil April of tins year, the attacks 
were stepped up Now Income 
Support claimants in hoard and • 
lodging will no longer be able to ! 
get an additional allowance to help j 
pay extra costs, such as lor meals, j 
heating and cleaning. I hex now i 
eet only standard rate Income Sup- j 
port ami Housing Benefit for the j 
rent element ol what they pax. 
\nd ol course, the ’local upper 
limit on Housing Benefit mas be 
set below this rate anyway The 
elieel will be to dump even more I 
on the sheets These people des- i 
peratcly need organisation to tight 
these attacks I he l i\V ( w ill ligli; 
the scourge ol homelessness with 
occupations and militant action A 
decent home lor all! No its no buts 
t >i eamse to fight the cuts! 



On 1 uesdav May 9. strike action in 
I ondon DSS offices met the impo¬ 
sition of the Moodic/rc local ion at¬ 
tack on civil servants. The Tories 
are planning to ’relocate* over 
1,000 jobs from London to re¬ 
gional centres such as Belfast. 
Wigan and Glasgow. Information 
on claimants will be collated in 
these centres and the whole system 
is linked with a new £37 million 
computer network. So far the 
scheme is limited to London, but 
these regional centres have the 
capacity (in theory) to handle clai¬ 
mant information from other 
areas. The unemployed must stand 
with the DSS workers fighting 
these attacks. The system is in a 
hopeless mess as it is: processing 
London claims in Glasgow is unli¬ 
kely to make it any more efficient! 












JACK DASH: OUTSTANDING 
LEADER 


Jack Dash died at 
the age of 83 at 
the London 
Hospital, 
Whitechapel on 
Thursday June 8. 
We were always 
very proud to 
have had Jack as 
our Honorary 
President.Jack 
was an 

outstanding rank 
and file dockers* 
leader, veteran of 
the National 
Unemployed 
Workers 
Movement and a 
principled 
communist. His 
life stands as an 
inspiration for all 
who fight for the 
liberation of 
mankind from the 
shackles of 
capitalism 



•Jack Dash: Outstanding class fighter 


For J;urk the dawning of political 
consciousness was the General 
Strike of 1926. He remembers see¬ 
ing troops sent into London to prt>- 
tect scab lorries. But it was the 
experience of unemployment that 
proved to be the key. In his re¬ 
cently reprinted autobiography. 
( i(mhI Mom if ix Brothers! he 
describes how he first came across 
the UWC of its day. the National 
Unemployed Workers Movement. 
“During my spells of unemploy¬ 


ment. I had found time to do some 
reading and political study. I 
joined the labour Party, but I did 
not remain a member for long. 
One day. after signing on at the 
Walworth Road Labour Exchange. 
I found that the National Unem¬ 
ployed Workers Movement was 
holding a meeting. I stopped to 
listen. 'Hie speaker was a power¬ 
fully built chap with a rugged coun¬ 
tenance and a stentorian voice He 
was explaining the reason for the 



mass unemployment and the need 
to get organised to demand an end 
to the Means Test and the closing 
down of the work camps Bel¬ 
mont in particular. That was the 
place where you could be directed 
when you had exhausted your 
twenty six weeks’ miserable unem¬ 
ployment benefit; you made an 
application for relief and then were 
directed to this labour camp while 
your dependants were issued with 
food. 

‘The speaker went on to explain 
why there should be liaison 
between the Unemployed Workers 
Movement and the trade unions. 
Each was dependent on the other, 
he said. If there was no political 
understanding, the unemployed 
would always be used as cheap lab¬ 
our as a constant threat to those in 
work, while we. the unemployed, 
needed the strength of the trade 
union movement to pressure the 
government into removing the 
Means Test and providing ade¬ 
quate maintenance and increased 
benefits. 

“All this made good sense to 
me. and when the speaker had fin¬ 
ished his talk and answered ques¬ 
tions from the crowd and the 
chairman had appealed for a col¬ 
lection and closed the meeting, I 
stayed behind. I was deeply 
impressed by all that had been said 
and wanted to continue the discus¬ 
sion with the speaker. Arising out 
of our conversation I learned he 
was a casual dock worker and his 
name was Patsy Hicks. We became 
friends, and as a result of many 
keen and heated discussions wc 
had together, and the reading of 
some of the books he rec¬ 
ommended. I began to do some 
political rethinking." 

jack went on to join the NUWM 


and then, with the upturn in the 
economy at the beginning of World 
War II, he managed to get himself 
into the docks. It was here as a 
rank and file dockers leader that he 
rose to national prominence. The 
bosses media grew to hate him as 
the personification of militancy 
and working class confidence. 

After he retired from the docks 
in 1970 Jack did not let up on his 
political activities. He spoke at 
countless meetings, hammering 
away at the necessity for working 
class organisation and socialism. 
When the UWC was formed he 
gladly accepted our invitation to 
become its Honorary President. In 
spile of opposition from some 
circles, he was proud to be asso¬ 
ciated with us and our cause. 

Just before he was admitted into 
hospital he insisted — in spite of 
doctor's advice - on speaking to 
our UWC meeting in central Lon¬ 
don to mobilise for the June 15 
action. All the passion and fire was 
still there. He urged the UWC to 
continue the struggle of the “pion¬ 
eers of our great movement" for a 
socialist Britain where the people 
will be the rightful owners of the 
land and the means of production 
and for the dignity of every single 
being." 

UWC members joined militant 
dockers in the march to Jack's fu¬ 
neral in London's East End and 
our statement commemorating his 
work with the unemployed was 
warmly received by his family, for¬ 
mer comrades and workmates. Fit¬ 
tingly at the end of the June 15 
London demonstration a minutes 
silence was observed for Jack 
Dash. Wc salute the life of Jack 
Dash. We rededicate ourselves to 
the fight for human dignity. 


BCM Box 928, London WC1N 3XX. Tel: 01-4313135 
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The Unemployed Workers Charter says: 

•Work at trade union rates or full maintenance for the unemployed at the 
average level of pay. 

•Smash ET and YTS - for real training at trade union rates. 

•Stop harassment of the unemployed. Claiming benefit is a right not a crime. 

•End all unnecessary overtime work with no loss of pay. 

•Unemployed workers groups should have representation on trades councils 
and the TUC. A national unemployed workers' movement is needed to be the 
voice of the unemployed. 

DET 'trainees' — Off the dole and into your union! The UWC is organising 
'trainees' on these schemes to join the TGWU. This will enable us to build 
fighting unity between employed and unemployed workers. Write to the UWC 
and we will put you in touch with your local branch. 


JOIN UP! 

The Unemployed Workers Charter is a militant campaigning 
organisation. It is open to both unemployed and employed 
workers united we will build the national unemployed workers' 
movement that our class needs. We need you, so don't just sit 
there - join up! Get involved in your local branch. If there isn't 
one, then set one up. Take bulk copies of Unemployed Organiser 
and spread the word. Get organised! 

I would like to become a UWC supporter^ 

I would like to set up a UWC branch Q 

Please send me ... copies of Unemployed Organiser (bulk rates for 
5 or more copies: 5p each) 


Name 


Address 


Tel 



























